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THE 
LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Ltn. 
HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 





Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 





This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
MORTGAGE and DEBENTURE INSURANCE. 

The ‘‘ CLIMAX ’”’ POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 





Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R, KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


PHGNIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHOENIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
193, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of x 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenantsinclude a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, EX. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 














ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS - - - - ** £4,400,000 
INCOME - - - - + £600,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 16,000,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wirnovr Prorirs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 


| Age | Prem ium | Age | Premium 
30 | 116%, | 40 | $2 10%, 


Age “Premium 
| 20 |£178%, 


£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c.:—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | § 


~ Duration 

| Amount of Policy | si,199 | #1498 | 1,794 | $2,067 
Full information on application to 
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The Appeal List. 

Tue appEat list for the Trinity Sittings remains at about the 
same total as at the commencement of the last sittings. There 
were then 215 appeals, and there are now 213. A year ago there 
were 259. The appeals from the Chancery Division still main- 
tain the remarkable uniformity on which we have previously 
commented. They are 66 in number, and at each of the sittings 
during the present legal year they have varied from 63 to 68. 
There are 71 appeals from the King’s Bench Division. 


Topics. 


The Chancery Cause List. 


THE aGGREcATE of causes and matters for hearing in the 
Chancery Division has fallen from 228 at the last sittings to 219 
now. The number a year ago was 295. There are only sixteen 
witness actions before Bucxzey, J., and eighteen and nineteen 
matters in all before Swivren Eapy and Waketineron, JJ., so 
it seems likely that some of the learned judges will during the 
sittings be employed in the King’s Bench Division. There are 
fifteen company matters in the list. 


The King’s Bench Lists. 


TERE Is a considerable reduction in the causes in the King’s 
Bench lists—from 803 last sittings to 664 now. A year ago 
there were 731, 


The Vice-Chancellor of the Lancaster Court. 

WE REFERRED some time ago to the serious illness of Sir 
Samvugt Hatt, the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster. There has unfortunately been little improvement in 
his condition subsequently, and it is now announced that he has 
resigned his office and that his resignation has been accepted. 
There seems to have been some difficulty as to the power to 
appoint a deputy to sit during the absence of the Vice- 
Chancellor, but Mr. Atrrep Hopxison, K.C., is now sitting as 
deputy-Chancellor. 


The Commission on the Army Contracts. 

Tue pxciston of the Government to appoint a Statutory Com- 
mission to inquire into the charges e in the report of Sir 
W114M Butier’s Committee will excite much interest in the legal 
profession. It may be expected that the officers criticized in the 





34 














574 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








June 24, 1905. 





report, and who have been relieved from duty, will apply for leave 
to appear at the inquiry by counsel, and, assuming that this 
leave is granted, we think it is highly important that the chair- 
man of the committee should be either a member of the legal 
profession or accustomed by his experience at quarter sessions 
or on Private Bill Committees to consider, and in some measure 
to regulate, the evidence which may be laid before him. Let us 
hope, however, that no judge of the Court of Appeal will be 
taken from his duties to preside over the Commission. 


Sinking of Neutral Vessels by Ship of Belligerent. 


WE ane glad to hear that our Government has addressed 
strong representations to Russia with regard to the sinking of 
the merchant vessels of neutral States by Russian cruisers. 
These representations refer more particularly to the case of The 
St, Kilda, recently sunk by The Dnieper. The St. Kilda’s cargo 
is said to have consisted of rice, hemp, and cotton. Assuming 
that one of these commodities may, in certain circumstances, be 
regarded as contraband, the modern rule of international law 
appears to be that in the case of the seizure of a neutral vessel 
on the high seas having contraband goods on board, the ship, 
and that part of its cargo which is not contraband, should be 
allowed to go free except when one or both pertain to the owner 
of the contraband articles or where false papers and a false 
destination are proved. Where such proof is forthcoming, a 
Prize Court may possibly order a confiscation of the ship as well 
as the cargo. But it would be necessary in the proceedings 
before the Prize Court to shew, not merely that the nation whose 
ship had seized the vessel had included the goods on board in 
its own definition of what is ‘‘ contraband,” but that the goods 
came within the definition of ‘‘ contraband ” as adopted by the law 
of nations. But it can scarcely be disputed that Russia, by her 
own tortious act, has destroyed the evidence by which the nature 
of the case would be established, and has, therefore, no ground 
of complaint if every presumption to her disadvantage should be 
adopted. 


The Draft New R.S.C. 


We print elsewhere a batch of draft new Rules of the 
Supreme Court, which are published pursuant to the Rules Publi- 
cation Act, 1893. Anew rule is added to order 22 (Payment into 
Court, &c.), under which, where an action is remitted to a 
county court, money standing to the credit of the action may be 
remitted to the registrar of the county court. Two of the new 
rules are intended to supply omissions which are the result of 
the present practice of dispensing witha reply unless specially 
ordered. Thus ord. 22, r. 7, under which a plaintiff may 
accept in satisfaction money paid into court, is altered so 
as to allow this to be done, when payment is first signified 
in a defence, and no reply is ordered, within ten days 
from delivery of the defence. Similarly rule 2 of order 28 
(Amendment), which allows amendment of a statement of 
claim, without leave, once before reply, is altered so as to 
allow amendment, if no reply is ordered, within ten days from 
delivery of the defence. Ord. 31, r. 26 (Security for Costs of 
Discovery) is altered so as, apparently, to enable security to be 
required, in the case of an application for discovery by interroga- 
tories, upon making the application, instead of upon delivery of 
the interrogatories. In the case of appeals to a judge from an 
order of a district registrar (ord. 35, r. 9) there are to be two 
clear days between the service of the notice of appeal and the 
day of hearing, and the time for appealing is extended from 
six to seven days. (Garnishee orders nisi obtained ez parte under 
ord. 45, r. 1 are to be served on the garnishee or his solicitor, 
and, unless dispensed with by order, on the judgment debtor or 
his solicitor, at least seven days before the hearing of the appli- 
cation for the absolute order. And in order 54, there is added 
to rule 21 (Appeal from Master) a provision that, unless otherwise 
ordered, there shall be at least one clear day between service of 
tne notice of appeal and the day of hearing, and the time for 
appealing is extended from four days to five. 


Taking Copies of Documents Produced for 
Inspection. 
TE most interesting of the changes proposed by the draft 
new rules is one that appears to have been suggested by the 
recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Ormerod, Grierson, & Co. 





v. St. George’s Ironworks (53 W.R. 502). An order for the 
production of documents for inspection has hitherto been in the 
form No. 18 of R. 8. 0., App. K., and it orders that the party 
inspecting shall “ be at liberty to inspect and peruse the docu- 
ments so produced, and to take copies and abstracts thereof and 
extracts therefrom.” In the case just mentioned an attempt 
was made to shew that the right to take copies meant only that 
the party inspecting was entitled to “‘ take’ copies which had been 
made at his request by the opposite solicitor, and, in support of 
this contention, reference was made to sub-rule 18 of ord. 65, 
r. 27, which commences: ‘‘ As to taking copies of documents in 
possession of another party,” and then proceeds to prescribe the 
rate at which payment for such copies is to be made to the 
solicitor of the party producing the doqument. The language of 
the rule furnished a plausible argument that when a party was 
entitled to ‘‘ take copies’ under the common form of order for 
inspection, he was similarly to bespeak copies from the opposite 
solicitor and pay for them at the prescribed rate. But in view 
of Mutter v. Eastern and Midland Railway Co. (36 W. R. 401, 38 
Ch. D. 92), where it was held that a right to inspect a register 
of debenture stockholders involved a right to take copies, 
and of the practice prior to the Judicature Acts, under 
which an order for inspection of documents gave a similar 
right, the Court of Appeal found it difficult to allow 
that the rule had the effect contended for, and that it 
abolished the right of the inspecting party to take copies on his 
own account. It is now proposed, however, to settle the practice 
in the manner contended for in Ormerod, Grierson, § Co. v. St. 
George’s Ironworks (Limited), and form No. 18 of Appendix K is 
to be altered so as to give the inspecting party the right “to 
inspect and peruse the documents so produced and to make 
notes of their contents and to be supplied with copies 
thereof on payment therefor at the rate prescribed by ord. 65, 
r. 27 (18).” 


The New County Court Rules. 


WE print elsewhere a set of new County Court Rules which 
are to come into operation on the lst of July. New forms of 
affidavit are prescribed for use where special leave is required 
under section 74 of the County Courts Act, 1888, as to the court 
in which an action may be commenced against a domestic 
servant or working man, and a few other changes of minor 
importance are made. But the most important of the new rules 
are those which relate to the extended jurisdiction under the 
Act of 1903, and to the jurisdiction under the Licensing Act, 
1904, The exercise of the extended jurisdiction is at present 
regulated by order 224, and in certain cases an action com- 
menced in ‘‘ the home court’”’ is required to be sent to a “‘ foreign 
court”’ for trial, and, after the action has been disposed of and the 
costs taxed, the registrar of the foreign court is directed by rule 
26 to transmit all the documents in the action, with the judg- 
ment and the certificate on taxation, to the registrar of the home 
court, and the subsequent proceedings are then taken in the 
home court. But there were no rules prescribing what was to 
be done with the ‘‘record”’ in the event of an application for 
a new trial or of an appeal. This omission is now supplied by 
the new rules: ord. 22a, rr. 26a and 264. The former pre- 
scribes that an application for a new trial shall be made to the 
foreign court, and, if granted, the new trial is to take place in 
that court. If the papers have been already sent to the home 
court before notice of the application, they are to be sent back to 
the foreign court. If the notice is given before they have been 
sent, they are still to be transmitted to the home registrar unless 
the proceedings are stayed. Rule 264 contains similar pro- 
visions with respect to dealing with the papers in the event of 
an appeal. 


Division in the County Court of Compensation 
under the Licensing Act, 1904. 


Tue new County Court Rules regulating the exercise of the 
jurisdiction under the Licensing Act, 1904, deal with a matter 
which may prove to make a considerable addition to county court 
business. Section 2 of the Act provides for payment of com- 
pensation in certain cases of non-renewal of licences, and the 
amount of compensation, when agreed by the parties and 
approved by quarter sessions, or, in default of such agreement 
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and approval, when determined by the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners, subject to an appeal to the High Court, is to be 
divided among the persons interested in the licensed premises 
in such shares as may be determined by quarter sessions. Then 
sub-section 3 provides that if, on the division of the 
compensation, any question arises which quarter sessions 
consider can be more conveniently determined by the county 
court, they may refer that question to the county court in 
accordance with rules of court to be made for the purpose. Itis 
under this provision that the present rules under order 50 are 
issued. The court having jurisdiction is the court in the district 
of which the licensed premises are situate. The reference is to 
be in the form of an order of the compensation authority which 
is to state concisely the question referred, and the circumstances 
in which it arises, and any facts found by the authority in 
relation thereto. The reference will confer upon the county court 
jurisdiction to deal with the matter, but the court will pot be put 
in motion until some person claiming to be interested in the 
compensation files a petition. This will pray for the direction 
of the court with reference to the question, and the rights of all 
persons interested in the determination thereof. All persons 
known to the petitioner as persons claiming to be interested 
in the determination of the question will be made respondents. 
The petition is to be heard at a court to be held within 
twenty-eight days from filing, and, subject to the special pro- 
visions of the rules, the procedure is to be the same as on any 
other petition to the court. The costs are to be in the discretion 
of the judge, who may order them to be paid out of the com- 
pensation money, or, if the question referred relates only to a 
share, out of such share, or to be paid by any party to the pro- 
ceedings to any other party. The proceedings will probably 
often relate to considerable sums of money, and power is given 
to allow to solicitors (up to certain maxima) and to counsel fees 
in excess of the usual county court scale fees. 


Liability of Agent to Protect Goods of Principal 
from Taxation. 


Tue Jupic1at Committee of the Privy Council has recently, in 
the case of Zhe Commonwealth Portland Cement Co. v. Weber, 
given a decision upon the liability of mercantile agents which 
may be read with interest by the merchants and importers of 
the City of London. The defendants were shipping agents of 
Sydney, New South Wales, and entered into a contract by letter 
with the plaintiffs to pass certain new machinery, which was 
expected to arrive by a vessel called Zhe Karlsruhe, through the 
Oustom House. Under the then existing law machinery was not 
liable to duty if passed at Sydney within twenty-four hours of 
the ship being reported. Zhe Karlsruhe was reported at 9.10 
a.m. on the 8th of October. On that day a naw tariff Bill was 
laid before the Legislative Chamber by the Government, and 
came into operation at 4 p.m. on that day, by which time the 
machinery had not passed through the Custom House. It was 
common knowledge at the time of the arrival of the goods that 
the Government had in contemplation a new Customs Act 
whereby the goods might be made subject to duty. It was 
proved that there was ample time to pass the ship through the 
customs on the day on which the ship was reported before the 
duty became chargeable. The plaintiffs having become liable 
to the payment of the duty, which amounted to a large sum, 
contended that the defendants were under a legal obligation to 
pay attention to what the Government might or might not do as 
regards altering the customs duties and were as agents liable in 
damages to the amount of the duty which the plaintiffs were 
compelled to pay. The Judicial Committee were of opinion that 
the defendants were under no such liability. It was clear that 
the payment of duties was not contemplated by either party. 
The defendants, as mercantile agents, were bound to exercise 
reasonable diligence in entering and clearing the goods, but 
there was no evidence of any duty on their part to take any steps 
to protect the goods from taxation, nor did it appear that the 
plaintiffs had ever for this purpose requested them to expedite 
the clearing of the goods. This decision will command general 
approval. The case was quite out of the ordinary course, and it 
was for the plaintiffs, as importers of the goods, to consider their 
liability to taxation and to make any special arrangements which 
might be expedient under the circumstances. 





The Criminal Cases (Reservation of Points of 
Law) Bill. 

AN IMPORTANT amendment has been made in Committee of the 
House of Lords in the Criminal Cases (Reservation of Points of 
Law) Bill. It is now provided that where it appears to the 
court, on the hearing of any case stated, that it is desirable that 
the prisoner should be represented by counsel, the court may, if 
they think fit, certify that the prisoner may have legal aid, and 
the expenses of such legal aid may be paid in the same manner 
as the costs of the prosecution. This is undoubtedly a valuable pro- 
vision. It should be always remembered that a point raised in one 
of these cases may affect the liberty of many persons, and that it 
does not concern only the prisoner in the particular case. Itisa 
most unfortunate thing when these cases are not properly argued 
before the court. It too often happens, however, that no counsel 
is instructed for the prisoner, and sometimes no counsel ap 
on either side. This ought not to be allowed where the liberty of 
many persons in the future may depend ‘on the decision; and 
there can be little doubt that there are decisions to be found in the 
reports, and which are necessarily followed by the criminal courts, 
which would have been different if the points had been properly 
argued. The recent case of Rex v. Osborne (53 W. R. 494) 
is an excellent example of the far-reaching effect which such 
cases may have. Although the decision as to the admissibility 
of evidence of the terms of the complaint of a girl said to 
have been assaulted, was only given last February, probably 
the case has already been followed in many scores of cases. 
That case was ably argued, but if the defendant had been unable 
to bear the expense, the court would have had to decide the very 
important point without the assistance of counsel for one side. 
As the amending clause stands, it is not easy to see how it will 
work in practice without considerable delay. It appears that 
it is only the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases 
Reserved “‘on the hearing” which can certify for legal aid. This 
seems to involve necessarily an adjournment to enable counsel 
to be instructed. Now it is agreed universally that one of the 
greatest objections to all forms of appeal in criminal matters is 
the delay involved. Punishment should be swift, as well as sure, 
if it is to serve as an example in like cases. All unnecessary 
delays, therefore, should be avoided, and it seems quite easy to 
avoid this delay and also to save the time of the court. It is only 
necessary to give power to the judge who states the case to 
certify for counsel to effect this. ‘Then the case will come before 
the High Court ready to be heard. 


Unlawful Seizure of a Debtor’s Goods. 


A curious charge was recently investigated at the Harlesden 
Petty Sessions; a theatrical agent having been accused of steal- 
ing property consisting of dresses, stage jewellery, and the 
manuscript of several plays belonging to an actress who had 
become the lessee of a suburban theatre. It appeared that 
several of the players, who had been unable to obtain payment 
of their salaries, had requested the defendant to seize and carry 
away the goods of the lessee with the view of holding them as a 
security for what was due, and the defendant had accordingly 
employed a carman, who went to her lodgings, took away the 
goods, and stored them in ashed. The creditors seem to have 
acted in much the same manner as ANDREW FarrsERvice in Rob 
Roy. It will be remembered that Anprew, having a claim 
against Squire THornuILtt OspaLDisTone for money lent, took 
the squire’s mare across the border into Scotland, explaining that 
he had arrested it ‘‘jurisdictionis fundande causa.” It is scarcely 
credible that educated Englishmen should suppose that unsecured 
creditors could strengthen their position by seizing the property 
of their debtor by force. In the case of liens the law has long 
ago decided that for a lien, to arise the creditor must have 
taken possession of the debtor’s property lawfully, and if such 
possession is obtained by violence, misrepresentation, or fraud, 
the creditor cannot claim a lien, even though, had he obtained 
possession of the same rightfully and fairly, a lien would have 
arisen, for a lien cannot be acquired by a wrongful act. It 
may even be doubted whether a time will not come when land- 
lords may be deprived by the Legislature of their right of 
distress—a remedy which is open to the objection that it may 
be exercised by the creditor without the sanction of a court of 
law. 
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The Craze for Picture-cards. 


WE conTINvE to read that persons accused of larceny, or in 
Scottish legal phraseology, ‘‘ of taking goods thievously,” urge 
in mitigation of their offence that they acted under an uncon- 
trollable impulse, or, in short, could not help acting in the way 
they did. We have no reason to suppose that this excuse did not 
occur to many persons in an earlier period of English history, 
though it was probably dealt with in a more hasty fashion than 
at the present day, owing to the rougher manners of our 
ancestors, We believe that one Evczenz Aram, whose life and 
death furnished the first Lord Lyrron with part of the material 
for one of his well-known novels, was supposed to have been led 
astray by a desire to obtain money wherewith he might pur- 
chase books. Book-stealing is common enough at the present 
day, but stolen books are hard to sell, and sell for so little, that 
we have often wondered whether the thief intended the books 
for his own perusal and had no thought of turning them into 
money. In a case recently before the Marlborough-street police 
magistrate the prisoner was charged with the theft of thirty- 
eight picture-cards from a shop near Leicester-square. The 
only Pt was that he was a respectable man, who had 
succumbed to a craze for these cards and could not help taking 
them, hoarding them up to no purpose, and not making money by 
them. He was sentenced to imprisonment, and we shall probably 
hear with the progress of fashion that, while picture-cards have 
ceased to lead people into temptation, some other plaything is 
equally efficacious in this respect. The crime of larceny has 
undoubtedly been affected by the vast increase in the quantity 
and value of moveable property and ornaments which has been 
going on in the United Kingdom during the last century. 


A New Legal Adviser. 


WE OBSERVE in a recent issue of the Architect a notice that, 
in view of the many difficulties which continue to arise in con- 
nection with the law, practice, rules, &c , under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, ‘‘ we have added to our staff a very eminent 
barrister who has made the subject a special study, and will be 
glad to answer in the columns of this paper any questions relating 
to the complicated matters arising from the provisions of this 
difficult Act. Our legal adviser will further answer any 
legal question that may be of interest to our feaders. ll 
letters must be addressed ‘Legal Adviser,’ &c.’”” We have read 
this communication with some surprise, and, without wishing in 
any way to dispute the eminence of the unknown barrister, we 
cannot help wondering what would be said if he were himself to 
insert a notice in a newspaper, with his name and address, saying 
that he was prepared to give gratuitous legal advice upon any 
legal question. Does the fact that he does not communicate in 
his own name with the public, but allows the journal which has 
employed him to make a communication on his behalf, make any 
material difference? It will be observed that the advice is not 
restricted to the poorer sort of folk, but is offered to all readers 
of the journal. 








A concert in aid of the Metropolitan Discharged Prisoners’ Aid Society 
will be held in the Queen’s Hall, Portland-place, on Thursday evening, 
under the patronage of Adeline, Duchess of Bedford, Viscountess Clifden, 
Lady Cecil Scott-Montagu, Lady Jane Kenney-Herbert, Lady Dimsdale, 
the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Akers-Douglas, M.P., and a number of the 
judges. 

Mr. Crabb Watt, K.C., says the Evening Standard, retired from a case 
in the Edinburgh Court of Session on the 16th inst., after a conflict with 
the judge, Lord Johnston. In the course of the case Lord Johnston com- 
mented more than once upon the paltry character of the action. Matters 
reached a head when the judge complained that no evidence had been 
submitted bearing upon the value of certain goods which it was alleged 
had been unlawfully seized. Mr. Crabb Watt said he had endeavoured 
to lead such evidence, but had been stopped by his lordship. Lord 
Johnston replied that he had done nothing of the kind. Mr. Crabb Watt. 
—With deference, my lord, you did. Lord Johnston.—I certainly did 
not. Mr. Crabb Watt asked his lordship to note what had occurred, co 
that in the event of an appeal a record would be available, adding that the 
matter was one of importance. Lord Johnston replied that there was 
nothing of importance in the case. Mr. Crabb Watt pressed his sugges- 
tions, but Lord Johnston took no further notice of the request and 
proceeded to put a witness on oath. Mr. Crabb Watt thereupon stated 
that, in view of what had occurred, he could take no further part in the 
case. Members of the Scottish bar had an informal council of war after 
the incident, and it is regarded as possible that the Faculty of Advocates 
may take the matter into consideration. 





Impounding a Beneficiary’s Interest 


to Make Good a Breach of Trust. 


Ir is usual now to regard the liability of a cestui que trust 
concurring in a breach of trust to have his interest impounded 
as depending upon the enactment of section 45 of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, which replaces section 6 of the Trustee Act, 1888, 
but the recent case of Fletcher v. Collis (53 W. R. 516) shews 
that the limitations on the statutory provision may, under special 
circumstances, make it necessary to have recourse to the original 
rule of equity upon which that provision is founded. Section 
45 of the Act of 1893 provides that, where a trustee commits a 
breach of trust at the instigation or request or with the consent in 
writing of a beneficiary, the court may, if it thinks fit, and 
notwithstanding that the beneficiary may be a married woman 
entitled forher separate use and restrained from anticipation, 
make such order as to the court seems just for impounding 
all or any part of the interest of the beneficiary in the trust 
estate by way of indemnity to the trustee or person claiming 
through him. It was held in Griffiths v. Hughes (40 W. R. 524; 
1892, 3 Ch. 105) that the words “in writing” referred only 
to ‘‘ consent,” and that consequently the statute applied where 
a beneficiary had verbally instigated or requested a breach of 
trust. But in the present case the allegation against the tenant 
for life was that he had consented to a breach of trust, although 
not in writing, and, since the statute clearly did not apply, it 
was necessary to consider whether he was liable to have his life 
interest impounded to make good the breach of trust under the 
rule in equity apart from the statute. 

The facts were briefly as follows: By a marriage settlement 
made in 1881 a fund of £3,100 was vested in trustees upon 
trust for the husband, Mr. Fiercuer, for life, remainder to the 
wife for life, remainder for the children of the marriage. In 
1885 the investments of the fund were sold by the trustees with 
the written consent of the husband, and the whole of the pro- 
ceeds were, in his presence, paid over to the wife. The husband 
admitted that he knew it was intended that she should retain 
£1,000 for her own use, but as to the balance he alleged that he 
understood it was at some time or other to be reinvested. In 
1891 Mr. Fretcuer was adjudicated bankrupt, and in August of 
the same year the action was commenced by the children of the 
marriage by their next friend to enforce the liability of the 
trustees for the breach of trust which they had committed. 
During the proceedings one of the trustees, Coxxis, died, but 
ultimately the whole of the £3,100 was replaced by him or out of 
his estate, and was paid into court. The question was then 
raised whether the income of the fund was to be paid to the 
husband’s trustee in bankruptcy, or whether the whole or any 
part of it was to be paid to the estate of Corzis, KexKewics, 
J., accepted the statement of the husband that he understood 
that all the fund except £1,000 was going to be reinvested, and 
he treated the husband as having consented to the breach of 
trust only to the extent of £1,000. Hence he ordered that the 
income of £1,000 should be impounded to make good the breach 
of trust and that this income should be paid to Corxis’s estate. 
The balance of the income was to go to the husband’s trustee in 
bankruptcy. The Court of Appeal discarded the distinction 
between the £1,000 and the rest of the fund. Whether the 
balance was to be reinvested or not, the payment of the whole 
fund to the wife was a breach of trust with respect to the whole, 
and as this was done with the husband’s consent he was liable 
to be deprived of his income from the whole fund, and his 
trustee in bankruptcy, of course, claiming through him, was in 
the same position. : : 

It thus appears that the trustee’s right to call upon a cestu: 
que trust to indemnify him against a breach of trust goes further 
under the equitable rule than under the statute, and the Court 
of Appeal in arriving at this result gave an interesting exposi- 
tion of the principles upon which the rule is founded. An early 
statement of the rule is contained in Lord Harpwicke’s judg- 
ment in Zrafford v. Boehm (3 Atk. p. 444): ‘The rule of the 
court in all cases is, that if a trustee errs in the management of 
a trust, and is guilty of a breach, yet if he goes out of the 
trust with the approbation of the cestui que trust it must be 
made good first out of the estate of the person who consented to 
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it.’ In Walker v. Symonds (3 Swanst., p. 64) Lord Expon put 
the matter somewhat differently: “It is established by all the 
cases, that if the cestui gue trust joins with the trustees in 
that which is a breach of trust, knowing the circumstances, 
such a cestui que trust can never complain of such a breach of 
trust.” The distinction between these two dicta will be adverted 


to later. 

It has been argued, however, that the rule applies only 
where the cestui que trust has received some benefit from 
the trust, and the idea of benefit received is embodied in the 
judgment of Turner, L.J., in Raby v. Ridehalgh (7 D. M. & G., 

. 109): “The effect, I apprehend, must be that, as the loss 
which ought to fall on those who instigated the breach of 
trust has been laid by the court upon the trustees, the 
trustees are entitled to stand in the place of the cestuis 
que trustent in remainder, for the purpose of recovering 
against the cestuis que trustent for life who instigated the breach 
of trust, or their estates, the benefit actually received by them 
in consequence of such breach of trust.” But this case was 
examined by the Court of Appeal in Chillingworth v. Chambers 
(44 W. R. 388; 1896, 1 Ch. 685), and upon consideration of the 
actual decision Linptzy, L.J., held that it did not go so far as 
to settle that the liability of the concurring cestus gue trust was 
limited by the benefit which he derived personally from the 
breach of trust. ‘‘ Suppose,” said Linney, L.J., “a cestui gue 
trust in remainder to induce his trustees to commit a breach of 
trust for the benefit of the tenant for life—perhaps his own 
father or mother—can such remainderman compel the trustees 
to make good the loss or resist their claim to have it made 
good out of his interest when it fallsin, if some other cestui que 
trust compels them to make the loss good. I apprehend not; 
and yet in the case supposed the cestui que trust in remainder 
might not himself have derived any benefit at all from the 
breach of trust.” 

The personal benefit of the concurring cestui que trust is not, 
therefore, the test of his liability in respect of the breach of 
trust, but the dicta which have been cited above from Zrafford 
v. Boshm and Walker v. Symonds suggest that there are two ways 
in which this liability can be enforced, and each way may be 
suited to its own appropriate circumstances. Thus the 
cestui gue trust may either be liable to have his 
interest in the trust estate impounded to reimburse the 
trustee who has been compelled to make good the breach of 
trust, or he may simply be debarred from himself making a 
claim against the trustee or from profiting from a claim made 
by other cestuis gue trust. And this distinction accounts, as 
Romer, L.J., pointed out in the present case, for a dictum of 
Curry, J., in Sawyer v. Sawyer (33 W. &. 403, 28 Ch. D., 
p. 598). In that case the trustees claimed to retain the income 
of a tenant for life who had consented to a breach of trust, but 
Curry, J., held that mere consent did not give them the right. 
“T hold,” he said, “ that the law is, that for the trustees to be 
entitled to the order which they now ask against the estate of 
the tenant for life, it must be shewn that the breach of trust 
was committed at the instance and request of the cestuis 
que trust. I make no distinction between instigation and 
request, but it must be shewn clearly that the breach of 
trust was instigated by them, and that they were acting and 
moving parties in it. It strikes me asa novelty in law, and a 
proposition not founded on principle, to say that the person who 
merely consents is bound to do more than what he says he 
consents todo. It does not mean that he makes himself per- 
sonally liable, nor does he render any property liable to make it 
good.” 

The importance of these observations lies in the concluding 
words. A cestus gue trust who consents to a breach of trust does 
not render his beneficial interest in the property liable to make 
good the breach of trust; that is, the liability is less than it is 
under the statute in a case where the consent is given in writing. 
In that case the court may, as we have seen, make an order “for 
impounding all or any part of the interest of the beneficiary in 
the trust estate by way of indemnity to the trustee.” But where 
there is no consent in writing, his interest is not liable to be 
impounded, at any rate where he receives no personal benefit 
from the breach of trust. This was clearly put by Romer, L.J.: 
“If a beneficiary claiming under a trust does not instigate or 


request a breach of trust, is not the active moving party towards 
it, but merely consents to it, and he obtains no personal benefit 
from it, then his interest in the trust estate would not be im- 
poundable in order to indemnify the trustee liable to make good 
loss occasioned by the breach, even though the trustee derived 
no benefit himself from the breach.” 

But though under such circumstances the trustee cannot im- 
pound the cestui gue trust’s beneficial interest in the trust estate, 
it does not follow that he is without remedy. The principle of 
the dictum in Walker v. Symonds (supra) applies, and the trustee 
can take advantage of the fact that the consenting cestui que 
trust is debarred from making any claim against him. This 
principle was illustrated with great clearness by Romer, L.J., 
in his judgment in the present case, and the result is that, where 
the trustee has been compelled at the instance of other cestuis gue 
trust to make good the loss occasioned by the breach of trust, the 
consenting cestui gue trust cannot claim to benefit by the replacing 
of the trust fund. Thus, if there is a trust fund of £3,000, and 
the tenant for life has consented to a breach of trust which 
involves a loss of £1,000, upon the loss being made good 
and the £1,000 replaced by the trustees, the trustees 
are not entitled to impound the entire life interest of 
the tenant for life. On the other hand, the tenant for life is not 
entitled to benefit by the replacing of the £1,000. The result 
is that he will continue to receive the income of the £2,000, but 
as to the £1,000 there will be no beneficiary entitled, and, 
during the life of the tenant for life, the income of this part of 
the fund will belong to the trustees who have found it. In the 
present case it was not necessary to make this distinction, since, 
as already stated, the Court of Appeal held that the tenant for 
life was a consenting party to a breach of trust which involved 
the loss of the entire trust fund. Consequently the trustee’s 
estate was entitled during the life tenancy to the income of the 
entire fund, not by way of impounding, but because the tenant 
for life, and his trustee in bankruptcy through him, were 
debarred from claiming any benefit from the fund replaced by 
the trustee. 

It may be noticed that Re Somerset (42 W. R. 145; 1894, 1 
Ch. 231) was referred to in the Court of Appeal as an instance 
of the above principle, but this seems to beanerror. The tenant 
for life was refused relief in that case because he was barred by 
the Statute of Limitations, not upon the ground of consent to 
the breach of trust. 








A Wife’s Right of Retainer as 


Executrix. 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal in Re Ambler (1905, 1 Ch. 
697) is interesting both as an affirmation of the executor’s right 
of retainer, notwithstanding section 10 of the Judicature Act, 
1875, and as an allowance of that right in the case of a wife 
who is executrix to her husband, notwithstanding that in 
respect of the debt which she claims to retain she is postponed 
to other creditors by section 3 of the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882. 

The provision of section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, and 
the difficult course which the decisions on the section have 
pursued, are well known. The section provides that, in the 
administration of insolvent estates, the same rules shall pre- 
vail and be observed as to the respective rights of 
secured and unsecured creditors, and as to the debts and 
liabilities proveable, as may be ina force for the time 
being under the law of bankruptcy with respect to bank- 
rupts’ estates. At first there was a tendency to restrict the 
operation of this enactment. Undue stress was laid on the words 
‘“as to the respective rights of secured and unsecured creditors,” 
and it was held to apply only where the rights of secured 
creditors as a class conflicted with those of unsecured creditors 
asaclass. Thus it abolished the right which a secured creditor 
had in administration to prove for his debt and realize his 
security at the same time, and its effect was said to be limited 
to this one change in the law of administration: Re Withernsea 
Brickworks (29 W. R.178, 16 Ch. D. 337), Zee v. Nuttall, 27 





W. R. 805, 12 Ch. D. 61), On the other hand, it was held that 
it did not abolish the executor’s right of retainer (Lee v. 
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Nuttall), and that it did not vary the rights of unsecured 
creditors inter se. Consequently an unsecured creditor who 
had obtained judgment before judgment for administration was 
still entitled to priority over the other unsecured creditors: Re 
Maggi (30 W. R. 729, 20 Ch. D. 545), 

But the principle that section 10 does not vary the rights of 
unsecured creditors inter se was discarded by the Court of Appeal 
in Re Whitaker (49 W. R. 166; 1901, 1 Ch. 69), and it was 
there pointed out that effect must be given to the words of 
section 10 extending the rules in bankruptcy to “ debts and 
liabilities proveable.” This involved the application of the bank- 
ruptcy rules to proveable debts as between any particular class 
of creditors, and it was held that a creditor under a voluntary 
bond was entitled, asin bankruptcy, to rank with other creditors, 
and was not to be postponed as under the former rule in adminis- 
tration. It was perceived at the same time that this was incon- 
sistent with Re Maggi, and that case was in effect overruled by 
Re Whitaker. 

Having regard to the wider construction placed on section 10 
in Re Whstaker, it would have been not unnatural for the Court 
of Appeal to take an opportunity of reconsidering the decision in 
Lee v. Nuttall in favour of the continuance of the executor’s right 
of retainer. The judgments delivered in Zee v. Nuttall were 
very brief. That of James, L.J., was founded upon a construction 
of section 10 which is now admitted to be wrong, and BacGaLLay 
and TuesicEer, L.JJ., simply concurred. Possibly the Court of 
Appeal is not competent to overrule the specific point decided in 
Lee vy. Nuttall, and this may be the reason why in the present case 
of Re Ambler (supra) the continued existence of the executor’s 
right of retainer has been accepted without question. We have 
the curious result that the decision in Zee v. Nuttall stands, 
although the view of section 10 on which it was based has been 
abandoned. 

Allowing then that in ordinary cases an executor has a right 
to retain the assets to satisfy his own debt as against other 
creditors of the same rank, it was necessary in Re Ambler (supra) 
to decide whether the right still existed when the executor was 
under a special statutory disability in respect of the debt. By 
section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, it is 
provided that when a wife has made a loan to her 
husband for the purpose of his business she shall not be 
allowed a dividend in his bankruptcy until the claims of other 
creditors for valuable consideration have beon satisfied. In Re 
Ambler a wife had made such a loan to her husband. The 
husband had died insolvent, having appointed his wife his 
executrix. The effect of section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, 
and of section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, 
in a case where the widow was not executrix, was considered in 
Re Leng (43 W. R. 406; 1895, 1 Ch. 652), and it was held that, 
although section 3 of the latter Act applied only in bankruptcy, 
yet the effect of section 10 of the former Act was to extend 
section 3 to administration also, and hence the widow’s claim 
oo, to the claims of other creditors. 

t then is to be the result when the widow is executrix of 
her husband? It is to be assumed that, if her debt were 
entitled to rank with other debts, she would be enabled to exer- 
cise the executor’s right of retainer and pay herself first. Isshe 
still entitled to do so when the Legislature has expressly post- 
poned her debt? The Court of Appeal have held that she is, 
and have approved the decision of Norru, J., to the same effect 
in Re May (38 W. R. 765, 45 Ch. D. 499) for the reason that 
section 10 does not affect the right of retainer, and hence, when 
the rule of section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, is introduced into administration by section 10 it is still 
subject tosuch right. Sririive, L.J., appears to have acquiesced 
in this result with difficulty, and it can hardly be regarded as 
satisfactory. The effect of the statute is to postpone the widow 
to other creditors, and yet by the accident of her being 
executrix she is preferred. It may be said that the anomaly is 
of the same kind as when an executor prefers himself to other 
creditors of equal degree; the only difference is that the 
injustice is more marked. Possibly this may be so, and it 


would be desirable for the question of the executor’s right of 
retainer to be discussed anew in the light of recent cases. But 
it is clear that this will not now be done by the Court of 
Appeal. 








Reviews 


Conveyancing. 


An ENCYCLOPEDIA OF FORMS AND PRECEDENTS OTHER THAN Court 
Forus. By Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel, 
under the General Editorship of ARTHUR UNDERHILL, M.A., LL.D., 
assisted by CHARLES OTTO BLAGDEN, M.A., Wit1aM E. C. Bayngs, 
M.A., LL.M., VateE Nicotas, and Horace FREEMAN, M.A,, 
Barristers-at-Law. Vou. VII.: INVENTIONS To LANDLORD 
AND TENANT. VoL. VIII.: LANnps anp Raitways CLAUSES 
Acts TO MorTGAGEs. Butterworth & Co. 


The first of these volumes is practically devoted to the subject of 
landlord and tenant, though there are at the commencement of it 
some useful precedents relative to dealings with secret processes and 
some land improvement forms. The important subject first-named 
is dealt with very thoroughly both in the way of exposition and 
precedent. The so-called ‘‘preliminary note,” which occupies 
112 pages, is a careful and complete practical exposition of the 
law so far as it relates to the effect of the various instruments 
of which forms are subsequently given. The length of the note 
arises from the multiplicity of the points to be considered ; there 
is no diffuseness, and the arrangement of matter is eminently logical 
and convenient. It would hardly be possible, for instance, to con- 
dense the subjects of the distinction between leases and licences and 
between agreements and leases, with which the treatise (as we will 
venture to call it) opens, into less space that is occupied in this 
volume, or, we will add, to express the law more clearly. Again, in 
the section relating to ‘‘the rights of intended lessee as to title ” 
readers will find information which is not always remembered by 
solicitors acting for intending lessees. Each portion of a lease is fully 
discussed with a view to its legal effect, and on a subject as to which 
practitioners are constantly being consulted by clients—the liability of 
the lessee for payment of paving, sanitary, and other works executed 
by or under the requirements of local authorities—the information given 
is fuller aud more complete than we remember to have seen in any 
other treatise. Not only is the effect of the principal enactments 
under which these expenses are incurred given, but the 
difficult and embarrassing series of cases as to the liability of the 
lessee are elaborately dissected. It is worth while to quote the con- 
clusion of the writer on part of the subject as a sample of his method. 
He says: ‘‘It seems safe to say that the distinction laid down in 
Tidswell v. Whitworth (L. R. 2 C. P. 326) between sums of money 
directly imposed in respect of premises, and sums of money payable 
by the landlord in performing his duty, or in consequence of a breach 
of duty, is no longer tenable, and that both that case and Rawlins v. 
Briggs (3 C. P. D. 368) are overruled. The words ‘duties,’ ‘ out- 
goings,’ and ‘impositions’ all have the same effect ; and ‘charges,’ 
too, has been placed on the same footing (George v. Coates, 88 L. T. 
48; cf. Smith v. Robinson, 1893, 2 Q. B. 53); and it makes no 
difference whether the covenant speaks of them as being imposed or 
payable ‘ in respect of the premises or on the landlord or tenant in 
respect thereof,’ or as being imposed simply ‘in respect of the 
premises.” Whichever form is used, and whether the word be 
‘ duties,’ ‘ outgoings,’ ‘impositions,’ or ‘charges,’ the effect will be 
to throw upon the tenant all expenses under the above and similar 
enactments.” 

The other covenants contained in leases are dealt with with equal 
care and clearness, and subsequently the subjects of leases by limited 
owners and persons under disability and leases under powers are 
discussed. The section on leases under powers is hardly up to the 
mark of the rest as regards completeness, no doubt owing to the 
consideration that such leases are largely superseded by leases by the 
tenant for life under his statutory power. Then follow useful sections 
on special tenancies, such as those under building leases and agree- 
ments, sporting leases, and agricultural tenancies, under which last 
head the substance of the statutory provisions with respect to the 
rights of the tenant of an agricultural holding on quitting are 
given. Altogether we think this introductory note an excellent 
piece of work. 

As to the precedents and forms which follow, there can at all 
events be no complaint as to their variety, since there are no fewer 
than 226, divided into executory agreements for leases; residential 
tenancies (including town houses, flats and parts of houses, and 
country houses); building agreements and leases ; tenancies of trade 
and business firms (including public-houses) ; agricultural leases and 
sporting and recreation leases. 

The eighth volume contains the completion of the landlord and 
tenant division, under the heading of Mining Leases and Licences, 
giving forms of those leases adopted in different parts of the country. 
These are instruments which are being added to and altered from time 
to time in practice, and we observe that in the South Yorkshire lease 
the editors have got (p. 337) the subsidence clause, which is one 
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of the latest of the modifications, and has, we believe, come into 
general use. 

This volume also contains, among other matters, a very useful 
division relating to local authorities, in which there will be found 
eight precedents of mortgages by various classes of local authorities. 
Mr. P. 8. Gregory’s name is a sufficient guarantee for the efficacy of 
these forms. 

We have left ourselves little room to notice the heading of 
“Mortgages and other Contractual Securities,” which has been the 
special charge of Mr. Underhill, and which is exceptionally useful. 
It need hardly be said that the preliminary note by the editor of 
Fisher on the Law of Mortgages is complete and accurate from a 

ractical point of view, and since the precedents and forms number 
211, there can be few practitioners in search of a form who willibe 
turned empty away. 

We are bound to say that the present two volumes reach a high 
level of excellence. 





Constitutional Law 


CoNSTITUTIONAL LAW OF ENGLAND. By EDWARD WAVELL RIDGES, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The object of this work is to enable the student of English Con- 
stitutional Law to obtain a comprehensive and succinct view of 
English legislative, executive, and judicial institutions, both at home | 
and in the wider dominions and dependencies of the Crown over-sea. 
To the attainment of the object Mr. Ridges has devoted himself with 
much industry and ability, and he has produced a book which will 
rank high as a practical guide on matters constitutional and 
political. The four great statutory landmarks of the English Con- 
stitution—Magna Carta, the Petition of Rights, the Bill of 
Rights, and the Act of Settlement—are duly explained at 
the commencement, and in tracing the origin of our institutions there 
is of necessity frequent recourse to early history; but the feature 
of the book is that it treats of constitutional questions from the 
point of view of the present day, and it aims at assisting in the 
solution of problems which are now of practical importance and 
interest. Thus the question of federation is prefaced by an account 
of the American Commonwealth and the Swiss Federation, and 
Imperial Federation is discussed from the English and the Colonial 
standpoint. Part II., which deals with the Legislature and the 
Public Revenue, contains sn instructive account of the procedure 
in respect of public, private, and money bills, and the 
chapter on the public revenue gives very clearly and concisely 
the items out of which the present revenue of over 150 
millions is made up. Another matter in which Mr. Ridges 
furnishes a useful summary is the rise of the Cabinet system 
and the present distribution of administrative functions among the 
members of the Cabinet. Part IV. deals with the Judiciary, and 
traces the rise of English judicial institutions from the earliest times, 
and at the same time it is modern enough to give the enlarged juris- 


| 





diction of the county courts under the County GUurts Act, 1903, and 
the changes in the superior courts which have been effected by the | 
Judicature Acts. Part V. groups together the Church, the Navy, and | 
the Army, including in the chapter on the army a statement of the | 
latest scheme of army reform; and Part VI., under the heading | 
“Countries Subject to the Laws of England,” includes a useful 
summary of the various classes of Colonies and an account of the 
constitutional position of the Indian Empire. An important question 
of present interest is touched in Appendix A, which states the exist- 
ing methods of appeal in criminal cases, and gives an outline of the 
Beck case and of the report of the Beck Committee. The book is an 
able and practical contribution to the study of constitutional law. 





Books of the Week. 


The Law Reports of the Incorporated Council of Law Reporting in 
Treland, the Irish Law Times Reports, and the Irish Law Times and 
Solicitors’ Journal. Digest of Cases Decided by the Superior and 
Other Courts in Ireland from the Commencement of Hilary Sittings, 
1894, to the End of Michaelmas Sittings, 1903. Compiled by 
Wiiu1aM CoTrer Stunss, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The Consumer’s Handbook of the Law Relating to Gas, Water, and 
Electric Lighting. By LAwrEenck Duckwortu, Barrister-at-Law. 
Third Edition, Revised. Effingham Wilson, 


The Law and Practice Relating to Patents, Trade-marks, and 


Designs. By Davip Futron, Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. 
Jordan & Sons (Limited). 





The resignation of Sir Frederick Richard Falkiner, K.0., the Recorder 
of Dublin, is announced, and is to take effect on Saturday next, He was 
appointed in 1876, 


| They shalt come into operation on the 20th of 


New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (June), 1905. 


The following draft rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893: 


Order XXII., Rule 13a. 


2. Where an action has been remitted from the High Court of 
Justice to a County Court, the Registrar of the County Court to 
which the action has been remitted shall, on the request of either 
party to the action, apply to the Paymaster-General (such application 
to be in the Form in the appendix to these rules, or as nearly as 
may be) to transmit any money standing to the credit of the action, to 
the said Registar, and thereupon such money shall be so transmitted 


Order XXII., Rule 7. 


1. Order XXII., Rule 7, shall be read as if after the words “‘ before 
reply’ the following words were inserted :— 
‘or where no reply is ordered within ten days from delivery of 
defence or the last of the defences.” 


Order XXVIII., Rule 2. 


4. Order XXVIII., Rule 2, shall be read as if the following words 
were added thereto :— 

‘*or where defence is delivered but no order for reply is made 
within ten days from delivery of the defence or the last of 
the defences.” 

Order XXIT., Rule 15a. 


8. The provisions of Order XXII., Rule 15, shall be extended so 
as to apply before trial. 


Order XXXI., Rule 26. 


5. Order XXXI., Rule 26, in the second clause shall be read as 
follows :— ‘ 

‘‘Any party seeking discovery by interrogatories or otherwise 
may be ordered upon making application for discovery to pay 
into Court the sum of £5, or any less sum, and may be ordered 
further to pay into Court such additional sum as the Court or 
a judge shall direct.”’ 


Order XXXV., Rule 9a. 


6. Order XXXV., Rule 9, shall be read as if the following words 
were added thereto :— . 
‘“‘ There sball be at least two clear days between the service of 
the Notice of Appeal and the day of hearing ”’ ; 
and as if 
‘*seven days” were substituted for ‘‘ six days.” 


Order XLV., Rule 14. 


7. Order XLV., Rule 1, shall be read as if the following words 
were added thereto :— 

‘‘ The Order nisi shall be served on the Garnishee or his Solicitor, 

and, unless dispensed with by order on the Judgment Debtor 

or his Solicitor, at least seven days before the day of hearing.” 


Order LIV., Rule 214. 


8. Order LIV., Rule 21, shall be read as if the following words 
were added thereto :— 

‘‘ Unless otherwise ordered there shall be at least one clear day 
between service of the Notice of Appeal and the day of 
hearing ”’ ; 

and as if 
‘‘ tive days ’’ were substituted for ‘‘ four days.” 


Form No, 18, Appendix K. 


9. Form No. 18 in Appendix K is hereby annulled, and the follow- 
ing form of Order for production and inspection of documents is 


substituted therefor :— 

‘* Upon hearing and upon reading the Affidavit of 

filed the day of 19 , and it is ordered that the 
do at all reasonable times on reasonable notice 

produce at (insert place of inspection), situate at the 
following documents, namely and that the 
be at liberty to inspect and peruse the documents so produced 
and to make notes of their contents and be entitled to be 
supplied with copies thereof on payment therefor at the rate 
prescribed by Order LXV, Rule 27 ya In the meantime 
all further proceedings be stayed, an t the costs of this 
application be 

** Dated the day of a." 

10. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(June) 1905, and each Rule may be cited separately by the heading 
thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 

Sep, 1905. 
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APPENDIX. gives notice of intention to defend, or, if the plaint is entered under the 
Form of Request. Summary Procedure on Bills of Exchange Act, 1855, before he obtains 
In the County Court of te a leave to defend ; and where after notice of intention to defend or leave to 
Ta the 15 R x : - | defend has been given the defendant files a notice under this rule, the 
n the Matter of an action remitted from the High Court of | registrar shall on the filing of such notice seal and deliver to the defendant 
Justice. a duplicate of the notice of the day on which the action will be tried, and 
(A.B 19 . (Letter) No. . , - the defendant shall serve the same with the notice of his claim. 
-B.) Plaintiff. oe 
(C-D.) Defendant, ORDER XXII. 
The above action having been remitted to and set down in this Tyee. 
Court pursuant to an Order of ( ) dated the day of 6. Order XXII., Rule 17.—The following paragraph shall be added to 
19 , I hereby request that the sum of (£ ) paid | Order XXTIT., Rule 17, viz. :— 











The expenses of any inspection under this rule shall be paid in the first 


into the High Court in thi i i i 
g = Ss eotien ‘be temmeumited to this Cons by instance by the party on whose application such inspection is made or 


cheque, le t f i hese 
pra — ro. _ — to the account of (official | ordered, or if inspection is made or ordered without such application, by 
(Seal of Court.) the plaintiff; but the court shall have power to direct by whom such 
ax. ren . expenses shall be ultimately borne. 
(Signature of Registrar.) ORDER XXIIa 
Copies of the above Rules may be obtained on application at the —, IN we 1903 
- >, ve 


Lord Chancellor’s Office, House of Lords. 
[3 Edw. 7, c. 42.] 
The County Court Rules, 1905. ssegloonang commenced in one Court nd ad be tried in ansther Court. 
P 7. Order XXTTa, Rule 26a.—(1.) An application for a new trial in an action 

These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules, 1905, or each Rule | sent for trial to a foreign court shall be made to the foreign court, and if 
may be cited as if it had been one of the County Court Rules, 1903, and | such application is granted the new trial shall take place in that court. 
had been numbered therein by the number of the Order and Rule placed in (2.) A notice of an application for a new trial shall not operate as a stay 
the margin opposite such Rule. of proceedings unless the judge otherwise orders. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules means the | (3.) If notice of an application for a new trial is given before the 
Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903, or in the | registrar of the foreign court has transmitted the documents in the action 
County Court Rules, 1904, as the case may be. | to the registrar of the home court in accordance with the last preceding 

These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were contained in the rule, the registrar of the foreign court shall, unless proceedings are stayed, 
County Court Rules, 1903. The forms in the Appendix shall be used as if proceed in accordance with that rule, and shall transmit the notice to the 
they were contained in the Appendix to the County Court Rules, 1903, and | registrar of the home court with the other documents in the action ; and if 
when it is so expressed shall be used iustead of the corresponding forms | proceedings are stayed, the registrar of the foreign court shall retain the 
contained in such last-mentioned Appendix, or in the Appendix to the | documents in the action until the application is disposed of. 

County Court Rules, 19/)4, as the case may be. | (4.) If notice of an application for a new trial is given after the registrar 

Where any Rule or form hereby annulled is referred to in any of the | of the foreign court has transmitted the documents in the action to the 
County Court Rules, 1903, or the County Court Rules, 1904, or in the | registrar of the home court in accordance with the last preceding rule, the 
Appendix to either of these Rules, the reference to such Rule or form shall ! registrar of the foreign court shall forthwith transmit the notice to the 
be construed as referring to the Rule or form hereby prescribed to be used | registrar of the home court ; and if proceedings are stayed, he shall give 
in lieu thereof. : : | notice of such stay to the registrar of the home court. 

ORDER V. | (5.) Where the documents in the action have been transmitted to the 
| registrar of the home court, he — in sufficient _ yf ese the — 
12 / / . , - | of the application for a new trial re-transmit the documents to the 
wars Order V., Rule 1 3 (11) —_ 1.) The forms of affidavit numbered 8a and registrar OP the foreign court for use on such application. 

4 in the Appendix to the County Court Rules, 1904, are hereby annulled, | (6.) When an application for a new trial has been heard or otherwise 
and the forms numbered 8z and 10s in the: Appendix shall stand in lieu | disposed of then” 








CoMMENCEMENT or ACTION. 


thereof. i ; 

r 2 116 o\ me : ; (a) If the application is refused or abandoned, the registrar of the 

ddarietanssnn = Gocaduten: ot ne sett re we marge _ = foreign court shall proceed in accordance with the last preceding 

- tlc, esc of the sed defendant is fully set | i otenge 4 

out in the affidavit filed for the issue of the summons. . pees pgp wale shall apply to the subsequent proceedings in th 
| ’ ’ 

ORDER VII. (6) if the application is granted, the registrar of the foreign court 

Piast Nore axp Summons. Service. Gvarprayxs ap Litem. shall retain the documents in the action ; and when the action has 


been re-tried or otherwise disposed of, he shall proceed in accord- 


Order VII., Rules 15 and 16 (Rules 6 and 7 of the County Court Rules ance wi ; i € 

’ wules 6 ¢ j v >| ith the last preceding rule, and that rule shall apply to the 
1904), are hereby annulled, and the following rules shall stand in lieu | subsequent ethene a in the action. ein 
thereof :— | (7.) Where notice of an application for a new trial is given, if any money 


2. Order VII., Rule 15.—Where persons are sued as partners in the name | paid into the foreign court and certified to the registrar of the home court, 
of their firm, the summons shall be served either upon any one or more of | or any money paid into the home court under any execution or order in 
the partners, or at the principal place of the partnership business within | the action has not been paid out by the registrar of the home court at the 
the district of the court in the district of which the summons is to be | time when he receives notice of the application, the registrar of the home 
served upon any person having or appearing to have at the time of service | court shall retain the same to abide the result of the application, cr until 
the control or management of the business there, and, subject to these | the judge otherwise orders; and if the application is not made, such 
rules, such service shall be deemed good service on the firm so sued, | money shall, if required, be paid by the registrar of the home court to the 
whether any of the members thereof are out of England and Wales or not, | parties entitled thereto, unless the judge otherwise orders; and the 
and no leave to issue a summons against the members of the firm out of | provisions of the last preceding rule as to money paid into the foreign 
England and W ales shall be necessary; provided that in the case of a co- | court shall apply accordingly. 

——- which has been dissolved to the knowledge of the plaintiff Appeal, 
ore the commencement of the action, the summons shall be served upon _ , ‘ : ; 
eve rson within E Tales soug , : 8. Order XXIIa, Rule 266.—(1.) Where an appeal is brought in an action 

3. Order VIL, Rule ga Psa tae gece ogy a in a | Sent for trial to a foreign court, a copy of the notice of motion shall be 
a e or sty le other thee his own name es in mah name or style as if wits if euch po gag ote or es spre ame — pool siacial tl 

were a firm name, the summons may be served either upon such person = , ; : ; ; , 
or atthe principal plae of busines of such person within the dinrice at | ranamiied the cocumens i Oe aoe ie replay of he foreign cour 

ecourt in the distric , 8 is se : : : 
person having or poner bs dla an of yt Fay “oye mor J shall, unless proceedings are stayed, proceed in accordance with that rule, 
management of the business there ; and subject to these rules such and shall transmit such copy to the registrar of the home court with - 
service shall be deemed good service on the canes pir waad , other documents in the action ; and if proceedings are stayed, the registrar 

6. Anmdnent of Order VIL., Rule 29a (4).—The following words shall be aan te ditposed of shall retain the documents in the action until the 
added to va 3 ( , . py “ ; ‘ , 4 z 

‘ pamereP oo - eder VII., Rule 206 (Rule & of the County (3.) If such copy is lodged after the registrar of the foreign court has 

Court Rules, 1904), viz. :— t } itted th Py = sage sie te the realists B f the home 
‘ nt clas : "6 , , ransmitte e documents i » action to the registrar of the 

Ae coes which mant claimed exceeds C2 and dows not exo £10,) court in acootdance ‘with Tule 26 of this Order, the repatar of th 

aera “<> tne enka ’ foreign court shal] forthwith transmit such copy to the registrar of the 

amount to be served by « solicitor may be entered on the summons. home court ; and if proceedings are stayed, he shall give notice of such 


ORDER XI. stay to the registrar of the home court. Ee 
Cram vor Contutuetriox on Inpemerry (4.) When an appeal has been heard or otherwise disposed of, either 
= , oe renee party may deposit the judgment of the Court of Appeal, or an office copy 


5. Amendment of Order XI., Rule 1,—Order X1., Rule 1, paragraph 2, is | thereof, or a memorandum signed by the parties and shewing how the 
hereby annulled, and the following paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof, appeal is disposed of, with the registrar of the foreign court; and there- 
viz. 7— Le upon the like proceedings shall be taken as are prescribed by these rules to 

Where the original action has been commenced by default summons, the | be taken when an application for a new trial has been heard or otherwise 
defendant shall not be entitled to serve a notice under this rule before he disposed of ; and the provisions of the last preceding rule, and of Rules 
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2to 4 of Order XXXII., shall, with the necessary modifications, apply 


accordingly. 
ORDER XXV. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 
Judgment Summons. 

9. Order XXV., Rule 31 (3).—Order XXV., Rule 31, paragraph (3) 
(Rule 21 of the County Court Rules, 1904), is hereby annulled, and the 
following paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

A judgment summons shall be deemed to be a summons to a witness 
within the meaning of section one hundred and eleven of the Act; and 
where on the service of a judgment summons payment or a tender of pay- 
ment of his expenses according to the prescribed scale of allowances is 
made to the judgment debtor, a notice according to the form in the 
Appendix shall be printed at the foot of or annexed to the summons. 


ORDER XXXIII. 
Actions oR MATTERS REMITTED FROM OR TRANSFERRED TO THE Hicu Covrr. 


10. Order XXXITII., Rule 3a.—Where any money has been paid into the 
High Court in an action or matter which is remitted or transferred to a 
county court, the registrar of the county court shall, on the request of any 
party to the action or matter, apply to the Paymaster-General, or, where 
money has been paid into a district registry, to the district. registrar, to 
transmit such money to the registrar ; and such money, when transmitted 
in accordance with the application, shall be subject to the order of the 
county court in like manner as if it had been paid into the county court in 
the action or matter. An application to the Paymaster-General or district 
registrar under this rule shall be in accordance with the form in the 
Appendix. 

ORDER XXXIX. 
ApmrRaLty ACTIONS. 
Statement of Claim, §c. 

11. Order XXXIX, Rule 28.—The following proviso shall be added to 
Order XXXIX., Rule 28, viz. :— 

Provided that the defendant may at any time within such ten days give 
notice to the plaintiff and to the court that he does not intend to file any 
statement, and thereupon either party may apply to the court under 
Rule 35 of this Order to have the action set down for hearing. 

12. Order XXXIX., Rule 48a.—Costs properly incurred by any party in 
respect of instructions for bail, preparation and execution of the bail bond 
and affidavits of justitication, and any notices, perusals, attendances, or 
other proceedings in relation to bail, may be allowed on taxation, the 
amounts not to exceed those which may under the scales of costs be 
allowed in respect of proceedings of a like nature. 


ORDER L. 
PRocEEDINGS UNDER Acts CoNFERRING JURISDICTION ON THE CouRTS, 
The Licensing Act, 1904. The Licensing Rules, 1904. 
Procedure where Questions referred to County Court under the Licensing Act, 
1904 (4 Edw. 7. c. 23), sect. 2, sub-section (3). 

13. Order L., Rule 37.—Where any question is referred to the county 
court under sub-section (3) of section 2 of the Licensing Act, 1904, the 
following provisions shall apply. 

14. Order L., Rule 38.—The court having jurisdiction in the matter shall 
be the court in the district of which the licensed premises are situate. 

15. Order L., Rule 39.—The reference shall be in she form of an order of 
the compensation authority, which shall state concisely the question referred 
and the circumstances in which the question arises, and any facts found by 
that authority in relation thereto, and shall be authenticated in accordance 
with the Licensing Rules, 1904, 

16. Order L., Rule 40.—In any case in which it seems necessary or 
expedient the judge may at any time send the order of reference back to 
the compensation authority for further information touching the facts or 
circumstances in which the question arises, or for further explanation of 
the nature of the question intended to be referred. 

17. Order L., Rule 41.—Any person who has been determined by the 
compensation authority to be interested in the determination of the ques- 
tion referred, or where the compensation authority has not determined 
who are the persons so interested, any person claiming to be interested in 
the determination of the question, may on filing a copy of the order of 
reference authenticated in accordance with the Licensing Rules, 1904, file 
a petition intituled in the matter of the Licensing Act, 1904, and of the 
licensed premises, and stating concisely the circumstances in which his 
claim arises, and the relief or order which the petitioner claims, and pray- 
ing for the order and direction of the court with reference to the question, 
and the rights of all persons interested in the determination thereof. The 

etition shall be supported by an affidavit setting forth the circumstances 
in which and the grounds on which the application is made. The petitioner 
may in his petition or affidavit refer to and adopt any facts or circumstances 
stated in the order of reference without setting them forth anew, but he 
shall not state or depose to any facts or circumstances inconsistent with 
those appearing in the order of reference ; but he may state or depose to 
any material facts omitted therefrom and not inconsistent therewith. 

18. Order L., Rule 42.—All persons who have been determined by the 
compensation authority to be interested in the determination of the 
question referred, or where the a authority has not determined 
who are the persons so interested, all persons known to the petitioner as 
persons claiming to be interested in the determination of the question, 
shall be named as respondents to the petition. 

19. Order L., Rule 43.—The petitioner shall deliver to the registrar with 
the petition and affidavit copies thereof for the use of the judge, and copies 
for each respondent to be served. 





20. Order L., Rule 44.—On the filing of the petition the registrar shall fix 
the hearing thereof before the judge for any court appointed to be held 
within twenty-eight days from the date of the filing of the petition, but 
the date of hearing shall be so fixed as to allow the copies of the petition 
and affidavit to be served on the respondents at least ten clear days before 
the date so fixed. 


21. Order L., Rule 45.—If there is nosuch court available, the registrarshall 
send notice of the petition to the judge, who shall, as soon as conveniently 
may be, appoint a day and po. for the hearing. Such day shall be so 
fixed as to allow the copies of the petition and affidavit to be served on the 
respondents at least ten clear days before the date so fixed. The place of 
hearing shall be the place at which the court is held, or, if the judge so 
orders, any other convenient court of which he is judge. , 

22. Order L., Rule 46.—On the day for the hearing being fixed, the 
registrar shall give or send by post notice in writing to the petitioner, 
stating the place at which and the day and hour on and at which the 
petition will be heard, and shall issue the copies of the petition and affi- 
davit, under the seal of the court, for service on the respondents, together 
with notices signed by the registrar himself and under the seal of the 
court, stating the place at which and the day and hour on and at which 
the petition will be heard, and that if the respondents do not attend in 
person or by their solicitors such order will be made and proceedings taken 
as the judge may think just and expedient. 

23. Order L., Rule 47.—The copies and notices mentioned in the last 
preceding rule shall be served on each respondent ten clear days at least 
before the day fixed for the hearing. 

24. Order L., Rule 48.—Such copies and notices may be served— 

(a) By a bailiff of a court ; 

or, at the request of the petitioner, 

(6) By the petitioner, or some clerk or servant in hie permanent and 
exclusive employ ; or 

(c) By the petitioner's solicitor, or a solicitor acting as agent for such 
solicitor, or some person in the employ of either of them. 

25. Order L., Rule 49.—Service may be effected either in accordance with 
therules as to service of default summonses, or by sending the copy and 
noticeto be served on any respondent by registered post addressed to 
such respondent at his last-known residence or place of business ; and 
Order LIV., Rule 2, shall apply to service by registered post under this 

rule. 

26. Order L., Rule 50.—Where service is effected otherwise than by a 
bailiff, a copy of the document served, with the date and place and mode of 
service indorsed thereon, and an affidavit of service, according to the form 
in the Appendix, shall within three clear days next after the date of service, 
or such further time as may be allowed by the registrar of the court issuing 
such document, be delivered or transmitted to the registrar by the 
petitioner. 

27. Order L., Rule 51.—Any person not named as a respondent who 
claims to be interested in the determination of the question referred may, 
unless the compensation authority has determined that he is not so 
interested, apply to the court, before or at the hearing, to be added as a 
respondent, on filing an affidavit shewing how he claims to be interested ; 
a the court may, if he thinks fit, order such person to be added as 
a respondent accordingly, on such terms as to adjournment, notice to the 
other parties, costs, and otherwise, as may be just. 

28. Order L., Rule 52.—The court shail not have power to make any 
order inconsistent with any determination or order of the compensation 
authority ; but if in any case in which the compensation authority has 
determined who are the persons interested it — to the court that any 
other person who has not made a claim before the compensation authority 
is interested in the determination of the question referred, the court may 
send the order of reference back to the compensation authority with a 
report to that effect, in order that that authority may take such further 
action in the matter as it may think fit. 

29. Order L., Rule 53.—Subject to the special provisions of these rules, 
the procedure on a petition shall be the same as the procedure on any 
other petition to the court. 

30. Order L., Rule 54.—A copy of the order of the judge on any petition, 
signed by the registrar and sealed with the seal of the court, shall be 
forwarded by the registrar by post to the clerk of the compensation 
authority. 

31. Ouler L., Rule 55.—Where the hearing is to take place at another 
court, the registrar of the court in which the petition is pending 
shall forthwith send notice to the registrar of such other court that the 
judge has ordered the hearing to take place there ; and he shall, in sufficient 
iime before the hearing, transmit the papers to the registrar of the court at 
which the hearing is to take place, who shall act at the hearing for such 
first-mentioned registrar, and shall, after the hearing, return the papers to 
him, with a minute of the order made ; and such order shall be drawn up, 
sealed, filed, and ed on in the court in which the petition is 
pending, in like manner as if the hearing had taken there. 

32. Order L., Rule 56.—(1.) The costs of and incident to a petition and 
the proceedings connected therewith shall be in the discretion of the 
judge, who may order any such costs to be paid out of the compensation 
money, or, where the question referred relates only to a share of the com- 
pensation money, out of that share, or to be paid by any to the . 
proceedings to any other party. Any costs allowed by the j shall be 
taxed according to such one of the scales of costs applicable to actions in 
the county court as the judge shall direct ; and in d t of such direction 
shall be taxed according to the scale which would be applicable if the 
proceeding had been a petition relating to a fund in court. 

(2.) Proceedings on a petition shall be within rules 7 and 8 of Order 
LIT. 
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(3.) Where the costs are taxed under column C— 

(i.) the fees allowable under items 70 to 73 may be increased at the 
discretion of the registrar, subject to review by the judge, or by 
special order of the judge under Order LITII.; Rule 8, to any sums 
not exceeding the following, that is to say :— 

Item 70 may be increased to soo ves £5 5s. 
Items 71 to 73 may be increased to £3 3s. 

(ii.) Reasonable fees may be allowed to counsel in excess of those 
mentioned in items 85 to 94 in respect of the matters referred to in 
such items, at the discretion of the registrar, subject to review by 
bad judge, or by special order of the judge under Order LIII., 

ule 8, 

(4) Where proceedings are taken for which no provision is made by the 
rules or scales of costs, reasonable costs may be allowed in respect of such 
proceedings by the registrar, subject to review by the judge, or by special 
order of the judge, not exceeding those which may under the scales or this 
rule be a)lowed in respect of proceedings of a like nature. 

(5) Where any costs are ordered to be paid out of the compensation 
money or any share thereof, such costs shall be taxed, and a certificate of 


taxation shall be signed by the registrar and forwarded by him by post to | 


the clerk of the compensation authority. 

33. Order L., Rule 57.—In these rules the expressions ‘‘ compensation 
authority ’’ and ‘‘ compensation money ”’ have the same meaning as in the 
Licensing Rules, 1904. 

Apprintment of Receiver under the Licensing Rules, 1904, Rule 71. 

34. Order L., Rule 58.—An application to the court for the appointment 
of a receiver under Rule 71 of the Licensing Rules, 1904, shall be made by 
petition ; and the same procedure shall be followed and the same costs 
allowed as on any other petition to the court in which the subject-matter 
of the petition amounts to or (as the case may be) exceeds fifty pounds. 

We, Richard Harington, William Lucius Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, 
Robert Woodfall, and Thomas CO. Granger, being Judges of County Courts, 
appointed to fram2 Rules and Orders for regulating the practice of the 
courts and forms of proceedings therein, having, by virtue of the powers 
vested in usin this behalf, framed the foregoing Rules and Orders, do 
hereby certify the same under our hands and submit them to the Lord 

cellor accordingly. 
(Signed) 
R1cHARD Hanrincton, Bart. 
Wma. L. Serre. 
Wii Ceci Smyty. 
R. Woopratt. 
T. C. Grancer. 
Approved, 
(Signed) 
Hatssvry, C. 
Atverstong, C.J. 
J. G nett Barnes, P. 
Rotanp VavuGHan Witt1ams, L.J. 
ArtTaur Kexewicn, J. 
R. J. Parker. 
Txos. Raw te (Pres. Law Soc.). 
a these Rules, which shall come into force on the first day of July, 
5. 


The 7th day of June, 1905. 
[There is an appendix of forms. ] 


Signed) Hatssury, C. 








Cases of the Week. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
GARNER v. WINGROVE. Buckley, J. 21st June. 
Possession—Disaniniry —Craim or Inrant Barrep — Rear 
Litation Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 57). 
This was an action brought by the trustees and beneficiaries under the 
will of Frederick Garner, deceased, to recover possession of certain free- 
hold premises which had been conveyed by an indenture dated the 12th 
of March, 1891, to their testator. By his will, dated the 6th of July, 
1892, Frederick Garner gave all the residue of his estate (including the 
land in question) to trustees in trust to divide the same equally between 
his two sons, F. W. H. Garner and 8, H. Garner, upon their attaining 
the age of twenty-three years. The testator died on the 7th of 
July, 1892. His son F. W. H. Garner, was born on the 8th 
of June. 1881, and his son S. H. Garner on the 12th of December, 1884. 
The defendent pleaded the Real Property Limitation Acts, and that he had 
been in poss ssion under a verbal tenancy at will since 1883, such tenancy 
having been granted by the predecessor 1n title of Frederick Garner, The 
creation of the tenancy in the year 1883 was not disputed, but it was 
argued that since the date of Frederick Garner's death the possession of 
defendants must be deemed to be possession as bailiff for the two sons 
during their infancy, and that the operation of the statute was arrested until 
the persons against whom it would operate ceased to be under incapacity. 
Bucxteyr, J., held that the decision of Chitty, J., in Murray v. Watkins 
(62 L.T. 796) covered this case, and that the running of time under the 
statute was not interrupt-d by subsequent disability where the period had 
commenced to run against a person under no dissbility.—Counsrn, Church; 
apg K.C., and Mark Romer. ®oracrrons, Prockter & Grumes ; Francis 
. Jones, 


PROPERTY 


[Reported by H. H. Kine, Eaq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
LUCY v. DORLING. Div. Court. 20th June. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—Disrress FoR Rent—Lopcer’s Goops—Lianuiry 
or Barurrr To AcTION For ILLEGAL Distress—LopGexs Goons Prorgcrioy 
Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vicr. c. 79), s. 1. 

This was an appeal and cross-appeal from the Bow County Court, and 
raised an interesting question as to the liability of bailiff to an action for 
damages for detaining a lodger’s goods after he had been given notice under 
the provisions of the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act. The facts of the case 
are as follows: The plaintiff was a lodger in a house of which his mother 
was the tenant. Her rent being in arrear the defendant distrained on 
behalf of the landlord, and seized, besides the tenant’s goods, goods 
belonging to the plaintiff, who served him with a written notice under 
section 1 of the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act, 1871, which was in the 





form of a statutory declaration and was not stamped, and an inventory 
was attached. Notwithstanding this notice the defendant proceeded with 
the distress and seized the goods. The plaintiff brought this action to 
recover damages for illegal distress. In the course of the trial the county 
court judge allowed the notice to be stamped in court with a 2s. 6d, 
adhesive stamp and remitted the penalty. The county court judge held 
(1) That the inventory had not been properly subscribed; (2) that 
an action would lie against the bailiff; and in consequence of 
his decision on the first point he gave judgment for the defendant, 
By section 2 of the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act, 1871, ‘‘If any 
superior landlord or any bailiff or other person provided by him 
shall, after being served with the above-mentioned declaration . . . levy 
and proceed with a distress on the goods of the lodger, such superior land- 
lord, bailiff, or other person shall be deemed guilty of an illegal distress, 
and the lodger may apply to a justice of the peace for an order for the 
| restoration of such goods ; and such application shall be heard before a 
stipendiary magistrate or two justices and such justices or 
| magistrates shall inquire into the truth of such declaration and inventory 
and shall make such order for the recovery of the goods or other- 
wise as to him or them may seem just ; and the superior landlord shall 
| also be liable to an action at the suit of the lodger, in which action 
the truth of the declaration and inventory may be inquired into.’’ On the 
| hearing of the appeal counsel for the defendant admitted that the county 
court judge’s decision on the first point could not stand owing to the 
decision in Godlinton v. Fulham Property Co. (1905, 1K. B. 431). On the 
cross-appeal counsel contended, on the authority of Page v. Vallis (19 
Times L. R. 393), that an action against the bailiff would not lie. The 
only remedy against him was the application to the justices for the 
restoration of the goods, and the words in the earlier part of the section 
‘+ shall be deemed guilty of an illegal distress’’ merely indicated that the 
bailiff had been guilty of an illegal act. The words in the last part of the 
section giving a right of action against the landlord were superfluous if the 
opposite view was taken. He also contended that the county court judge was 
wrong in admitting the notice without exacting the penalty. Counsel 
cited Barraclough v. Brown (1897, A. C. 615, 46 W. R. Dig. 64). For the 
plaintiff it was contended that illegal distress was a well-known tort with 
well-known consequences. Before this Act the bailiff’s action would 
have been quite lawful, and the effect of the Act was to take away his 
defence to an action for seizing the lodger’s goods. As to the stamp the 
action of the county court judge could not be reviewed in this court. 
Counsel cited on this point Blewitt v. Fritton (41 W. R. 36; 1892, 2 Q. B. 
327), and Mander v. Ridgway (46 W.R. 356 ; 1898, 1 Q. B. 501). 

Tse Court (Lord Atversrone, C.J., and Kennepy and Ruipuey, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal and dismissed the cross-appeal. 

Lord Atverstonge, C.J.—With regard to the case of Page v. Vailis I 
can well understand that in the hurry of nisi prius Darling, J., would not 
give full consideration to the point, but after the full argument we have 
heard I think that an action does lie against the bailiff. The Act was 
prefaced by a preamble which stated that it was intended to protect 
lodgers against having their goods seized under distress, and the Act then 
proceeded to enacta remedy. If the words of section 1 had stopped 
at “‘ illegal distress ’’ it could scarcely have been contended the bailiff was 
not liable and I think the concluding words were put in to give a right of 
action against the landlord when he would otherwise not be liable, as 
when he had not authorized the acts complained of or had not distrained 
in person, and were not intended to cut down the right of action against 
the bailiff. I think, therefore, Page v. Vallis was wrongly decided. With 
regard to the stamp the judge had no power to remit the penalty and 
admit the document in evidence, but on the authority of the cases cited 
we have no power to correct him.—Counsrt, Walker ; Schwabe. Sowicrrors, 
Tuds ; Sharman. 

| Reported by ALan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 











Law Societies. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors was held at the 
Law Society’s Hall, on Thursday, the 11th inst., Mr F. ‘I’. Birdwood in the 
chair. ‘The other directors present were: Mr. Burt, Mr. Daw, Mr. Pea- 
cock, Mr Pead, Mr. Waters, and Mr. Woodhouse. The date of the 
annual general court was fixed for the 30th inst., and the annual report 
was setiled, A new member was elected, and other general business 
transacted. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. W. E. Hume-Witurams, K.C., has been appointed Recorder of 
Norwich, in the place of Mr. T. R. Kemp, K.C., deceased. 


Mr. Recrnatp J. Nevitte has been appointed Recorder of Bury St. 
}émunds, in the place of Mr. W. E. Hume- Williams, K.C., resigned. 


Mr. Ronert WiLKrnson, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a Revising 
parrister on the South-Eastern Circuit, in succession to the late Mr. 


(harles Cagney. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


James Martin and Jonn Arxrnson, solicitors (Martin & Atkinson), 
Tlverston. June 14. The said James Martin will carry on the said 
mnetice under the same style as heretofore. Gazette, June 16. 


General. 


The Law Reversionary Interest Society (Limited) has removed from No. 
, Lincoln’s-inn-fields to Thanet House, 231-232, Strand. 


Itis announced that the judges of the Supreme Court will not sit on 
the30th inst., and that the Law Courts will be closed on that day. 


(Congressman Joseph T. Robinson, of Arkansas, says the New York Times, 
tls of an old negro who was charged with having stolen a hog. ‘The 
iets were all against him. He had no counsel, and when the judge asked 
bimif he wanted a lawyer assigned to him he declared that he did not. 
“but you are entitled to a lawyer,” the court explained, “‘ and you might 
wwell have the benefit of his services.” ‘‘ Yoah honor would jes’ gimme 
nme cheap white trash lawyer,’’ the old darkey replied, ‘‘ and he wouldn’t 
dome no good. If it’s jes’ the same to yoah honour I’d ruther depen’ on 
theign’rance ob de court.’’ 


Mr. Choate, late American Ambassador to Great Britain, on Thursday 
inlast week, presented the Bar Association with a bust of the late Lord 
Russell of Killowen, a gift from the committee formed to erect a statue to 
te late Lord Chief Justice, in token of the friendship and good will 
atertained by the Bench and Bar of England for members of the profes- 
imin America. Mr. Choate, in his speech, said that the likeness of no 
Ingiishman and no lawyer could be better received. Mr. Root, ex- 
feretary of War, accepted the bust on behalf of the association, and Mr. 
Grover Cleveland, the ex-President of the United States, also spoke. 


Albert Edward Pocock, who pleaded guilty to four charges of forging 
ad stealing mortgage deeds and documents, was, says the Daily Mail, at 
the Reading Assizes on the 13th inst., sentenced to five years’ penal 
wvitude. Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence said that Pocock had been a clerk in 
aslicitor’s office at Reading, had legal knowledge, and had confidence 
mposed in him which enabled him to go to the strong-room and obtain 
posession of deeds in order to perpetrate frauds. His lordship was happy 
think that in the whole of his experience of the law he had never before 
= across a case of a solicitor’s clerk so abusing the confidence reposed 
in him. 


The somewhat unusual spectacle of an insane person being permitted to 
tke the stand and testify in a murder trial was, says the Albany Law 
Jornal, witnessed in a case which has been in progress recently in Jersey 
Gity, N.J. By the decision of Chief Justice Gummere, Robert Taggart 
vas held to be competent to testify in the trial for murder of five hospital 
tttendants who were accused of killing, last December, of Patrick Corrigan, 
i inmate of the Essex County Hospital for the Insane. The defence 
produced several expert witnesses to shew that Taggart could not appreciate 
the sanctity of an oath, and could not be relied upon to relate accurately 
fm memory occurrences of the past after several months had intervened. 
This testimony was supplemented by that of Taggart’s wife, who swore 
that her husband was a “* notorious liar ’’ and a habitual drinker. Against 
these witnesses Dr. William H. Hicks testified that he was fully convinced 
of Taggart’s competency. The Chief Justice, overruling the strenuous 
objections of counsel for the defence, decided to place Taggart on the 
stand for the purpose of determining in open court as to his capacity to 
tasa witness. Ihe test was entirely satisfactory to the court. Taggart 
gave his answers quickly and intelligently, appearing more like a 
Prosperous business man than an insane patient. 


The first authority on the question of a surgeon’s liability for performing 
“unauthorized operation on a patient is, we think, says the American 
Case and Comment, the decision in Pratt v. Davis, by the Appellate Court of 
illinois (37 Chicago Legal News, 213). ‘This was a case in which a woman 
Went to a hospital for some slight operation and afterwards returned and 
tubmitted, as she supposed, to another of the same character, being 
deliberately deceived by the surgeon in this respect, while his purpose, 
Which he executed, was to perform a far more serious, and, as it was called, 
Major oprration, removing some of the organs of the body. This operation 
Was, therefore, performed without her consent, and she was induced to submit 

misrepresentation as to the doctor’s intention. The doctor claimed that 
he did not deem her ‘worthy ’—that is, he thought she was ‘unfit ’—to be 
ed. of his purpose, and that ‘‘ her mental condition was such that it 

Was impossible to take her into advisement on her own case,.’”’ On this 
sate of facts suit was brought by her for damages, and the doctor's 





counsel insisted that he was justified in performing the operation for her 
good, and in failing to inform Mer of his purpose, because she was not in 
such a mental condition that she could be properly taken into consultation. 
The court held that, *‘ except in cases where the consent of the patient is 
expressed, or is implied by circumstances and occasions other than a mere 
general retainer for medical examination and treatment, and except, also, 
where there isa superior authority which can legally and rightfully dispose 
of the person of the patient, and which gives consent, a surgeon has no 
right to violate the person of a patient by a serious major operation, or 
one removing an important part of the body.”’ 

The following are the arrangements made for hearing probate and 
divorce cases during the ensuing ‘I'rinity sittings: The causes set down 
for trial will be taken in Court I., and causes in the day's list in 
that court will be transferred and taken in Court II., when Admiralty 
cases are not being heard. Undefended matrimonial causes will be taken 
(in Courts I. and II.) on Tuesday, the 20th inst., and (in Court I.) on 
Wednesday, the 21st inst., and on each Monday during the sittings, after 
motions. Special jury causes in probate and divorce cases will be 
taken on and after Thursday, the 22nd inst. Short or undefended causes 
in the special jury list will be taken at the beginning if it be found con- 
venient, and if application bemade by counsel on the first day of the sittings. 
Common jury causes will be taken on and after Tuesday, the 25th of July. 
Undefended or short causes in this list will be taken on the two first 
days appointed for the trial of common juries if application be previously 
made by counsel. Probate and defended matrimonial causes for hearing 
before the court itself will be taken on Wednesday, the 9th, Thursday, 
the 10th, Friday, the 11th, and Saturday, the 12th of August, and may 
also be taken in Court IL. during the sittings on such days as Admiralty 
cases are not being heard. A Divisional Court will sit on Tuesday, the 
4th of July, and on Tuesday, the Ist of August, if required. Motions 
will be heard in court at 11 o'clock on Monday, the 26th inst., and on each 
succeeding Monday during the sittings, and summonses before the judge 
will be heard at 10.30 on Saturday, the 24th inst., and on each succeeding 
Saturday during the sittings. Summonses before the registrars will be 
heard at the Probate Registry, Somerset House, on each Tuesday and 
Friday during the sittings at 11.30. 


With regard to the powers of the proposed Royal Commission on the 
South African scandals to take evidence on oath and sit in a judicial 
capacity, the Parliamentary correspondent of the Times says Sir James 
Fitjames Stephen’s Commission on Warlike Stores in 1886, which Mr. 
Balfour cites as the most relevant precedent for that about to be appointed, 
were, according to the terms of their reference, given full power and 
authority to call and examine on oath “all persons whom you may con- 
sider competent by reason of their knowledge, habits, or experience 
to afford you information on the subject of your inquiry”; and in 
point of fact, this tribunal took evidence on oath; but legal 
authorities allege that, as the commissioners could not take pro- 
eceedings for perjury or adopt punitive measures in other directions, 
they were perforce handicap In their investigation ; but when the 
new Parliament met after the General Election of 1886, a special Act 
was passed empowering the Belfast Riot Commission, appointed by the 
Lora Lieutenant and Lords Justices of Ireland, to enforce the attendance 
of witnesses and examine them on oath, affirmation, or otherwise, to 
compel the production of documents, to punish persons guilty of con- 
tempt, and to render witnesses examined on oath or affirmation who 
wilfully gave false evidence liable to the penalties of perjury. Similarly, 
in 1888, when, in pursuance of an address from the Commons to the Crown, 
Lord Herschell’s Royal Commission was appointed to inquire into ‘* the 
working of the Metropolitan Board of Works and into the irregularities 
which are alleged to have taken place in connection therewith,”” an Act 
containing kindred provisions was . with the addition of a section 
enabling the commissioners to issue certificates of indemnity to witnesses 
making making ‘‘a full and true disclosure.’’ Both of the Acts referred 
to state expressly in their preambles that ‘‘the powers for the effectual 
conducting of such inquiry cannot be conferred without the authority of 
Parliament.”’ 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Brynmor Jones asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury what had been the amount of the saving to the 
Exchequer effected annually in the salaries and pensions of the judges of 
the county courts by the absorption of Circuits 10, 34, 39, and 56 since 
1872, and of Circuit 46 since 1893; what had been the amount of the 
saving to the Exchequer effected annually by the abolition, in 1869, of the 
country district courts of bankruptcy and the transfer of the business of 
that department to the county courts; whether any remuneration had 
been given to the judges of the county courts in respect of the additional 
labour and responsibility so imposed on them ; what had been the —_ 
net annual cost of the whole county court establishment, including the 
bankruptcy administration for the last twenty years, a) from the 
salaries and pensions of the judges; and whether any effect had been 
given to the recommendation of a Select Committee of this House in 
1878 that the salaries of the judges of county courts should be uniformly 
raised to £2,000 per annum? Mr. V. Cavendish said the saving 
in salaries has been £1,500 a year for each of the five circuits absorbed. 
The saving in pensions can only be conjectured, as it depends on the 
number of judges who would have retired since the absorption took place, 
but I think that;£1,000 a year would not be an unreasonable estimate. I 
regret that I cannot state whether any, and, if so, what, sa has been 
effected by the transfer to the county courts of the work of the country 
district courts of bankruptcy. Such transfer has led to a large increase 
in the remuneration of the — court registrars, but it is not possible to 
say what the expenditure would have been during the whole period since 
1869 if the transfer had not been effected. No increased remuneration in 
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consequence of this transfer has been given to county court judges, but TRINITY SITTINGS, 1905. : 
their salaries had been raised from £1,200 to £1,500 a few years before— COURT OF APPEAL. Tues., Aug. 1) Hig! 
ie., in 1865. The average annual cost of the county court establishment, Appgat Court I. ey H General paper 
apart from the salaries and pensions of the judges, during the last twenty | ‘The Business to be taken. in this Court will, Friday nda oer nee , 
years was £59,272. Effect has not been given to the recommendation in| from time to time, be announced in the ~ | Manchester and Liv § 
favour of an increase of the salaries of the judges, but the County Courts | Daily Cause List. Saturday ... 5} business sia +e 
(No. 2) Bill now before Parliament provides for an increase of the salaries oom sae serge & 
of a certain number of judges, on certain conditions, from £1,500 to Appeat Cour II. Welnasiey a = 4 
£1,800. The Business to be taken in this Conrt will, Thurediay <4 a a 
— — from time to time, he announ in the | Friday ...... 1 teneral paper ~ 
Daily Cause List. | Saturday ...12 ) : 
Frxep Ixcomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished | Sees arked tn ae i 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. | book at least one clear day before A 
: a . ‘ a | 4 the 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the CHANCERY DIVISION | same can be put in the paper to be» im — 
l -kin the W hi legib k i lai -_ heard. Two copies of minutes of th : 
argest stock in the orld. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. Cuancery Court I. proposed judgment or order must be lef " 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. ] Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. in Court with the judge’s clerk one das 
a The following will be the Onder ot | $07 before the comes iso te put wi 
ake aienier sums |. ait? Sa thee Enger. . is 
[he Property Mart Tuesday, June 20th, first day of the Sit- MW vimetine are ventiel fot te Ro 
° tings— Mots and adj sums. \ ther Tues- | judge, viz. :—T'wo copies of minutes of tlk g 
Sales of the Ensuing Week Wednesday and Thurs ne y+ Spal ee a oa cote, oa 4 
° » ty esa x Py " ings, and 1 copy master’s certifies: 
June 28.—Messrs. [Humpert & Fuixt, at the Mart, at 2:—The Temple Estate, near Peitag (except June 80th)—Mots and adj which must be left in court with th & 
Marlow, Bucks: Beautifully situate on the upper reaches of the Thames, with a mile | ,*,""* : judge’s clerk one clear day before th r 
ppe , N.B —Thursday, June 29th, will be Bogs ; 
of river frontage, and forming in its entirety one of the most attractive of riverside | ~ Moti ot tkead of Frid oa 3 ay further consideration is ready to comeing «| 
resideaces, admirably adapted to the requirements of a family of position. Solicitors eee santo Sasagg pale ra iggy the paper. 5 
A. E. Sydney, Esq., and Messrs. R. 8, Taylor, Sop, & Humbert, London.—Orpingtou, a8 oa celebration of His i 
Kent: Freehold Builaing Estates, Farms, and Market Garden Lands, embracing an Frid you “s ‘th wil be the last day f L 
area of about 266 acres, ripe for immediate development, having extensive main road ehh agus f motioz - = ot! fa Kina’s Bencu Court. R_ 
frontages, and situate contiguous to Orpington Village and Station (8.E. Rly., Main ee oiecete Ma. Justice WARRINGTON, a 
Line), half-an-hour’s journey from town. Solicitors, Messrs. Birt & Son, London — — ey leave. T '¥ " . 20 M mas & 
Salop: In a good residential and sporting locality in the parishes of Hope, Bagot, and EP A 5 Pigg nod apiedeinegs A i 
Caynham, about 43 miles from Tenbury station, G.W.R , avd six from Ludlow. An Actions without witnesses (not merked | wednesday 21 | Companies Acts and am ii 35 
a Ra gy hs : ee se ” se short) and further considerations will be ay <1 | wit list a 
attractive Re-idential and Agricultural Estate, known as “ Hope Court.’’ Solicitors, heanton dave? time toti ed Thursd: 22 .N “it list 5 
Messrs. Dangerfield & Blythe, London. (See advertisements, June 3, p, ix.) _ ‘Daily Cano List ‘anglaise aaa Friday odin 23. ot tie eel list & ot 
Jane 28.—Messrs. Tuurcoop & Marti, at the Mart, at 2:—(Second Sale) Surrey (Woking, | Short Causes will be put into Tuesday’s | gitiig 94 Sht caus, pets, procedar 
Pyrford, Send and Ripley Chobham, Windlesham, Bisley, and Sunningdale) : Freehold List on the necessary papers (including | S**UTC@Y +24) sums, and non-wit list : 
Pleasure Farms, large and small Agricultural Holdings, Building Estates, A = inutes) being left vith the judge’s | Monday. ...26 . Sitting in chambers x,* 
dation Land, fine Building Sites, Cottages, Allotments, Woodlands, Brickfield, and clerk. | 3 97§ Companies Acts and no» x” 
Golf Links, and Shooting and Fishing Rights, in popular and beautiful districts, | Retained Actions with Witnesses will be | Tuesday .. 21 { wit list : 
amidst good residential property near Woking, Byfleet, Sunningdale, and Brookwood taken on days to be announced in the | Wednesday 28 ) N “it li 0 
~~ Bagshot Kailway ret Solicitors, Messrs. Smallpeice & Co., Guildford. (See Daily Cause List. | Thursday .. see at List rG 
erlisement, June J, p. Xl. | Friday ..... 30...No itting * 
Jane 29.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 2:—Wapping : Freehold House, rental Sat., July... 1) Sat caus, pets, procadun i | 
value £46 183. perannum Solicitors, Mesars. Ellis, Bickersteth, & Aglionby. London. Lorp CHANCELLOR’s CouRT. 2 em'y- * (sums, and non-wit list : 
Three Frecholds, producing £79 6s. Solicitors, Messrs. R. & E. Bastard, London. — Mr. Justice FARWELL Monday...... 3. Sitting in chambers | | 
Bromley-by-Bow: Five Freeholds. Bow: Three Jong Leaseholds. Forest Gate: ; : abe . Tuesda 4) Companies Acts and na = 
Four long Leaseholds, Leytonstone-road, E.: Two Leasehold Houses. Hacknev : | Except when other Business is advertised y ( wit list 4) 
Long Leasehold. Stratfora: Freehold Beerhouse. Solicitors, Messrs. Messrs. C. R. in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Wednesday 5 | Non-wit list 
Randall & Sons, London.—Bow: Five Freehold Dwelling-bouses. Solicitors, Messrs. | Farwett will take Actions with Wit- | Thursday... 6) SO0°Wi! OS i 
F C. Mathews & Co., London. ~ Mile End-road: Freehold Shop and Dwelling-house, | nesses daily throughout the Sittings. Friday ...... 7...Mots and non-wit list : 
Policitors, Messrs Alfred Cox & Son, London. (See advertisements, June 3, p. viii.) Saturday ... 8} Sht yr pets, ie 2 
Jane 28.—Messrs. Dovotas Youre & Co., at the Mart, at 2 :—South Lambeth : Residence, (oe 5 ee a 
close to Stockwell station (C. and 8.L Electric Raiiway). The house is well-built, Cuancery Covsr II. } Monday .. ..10 - oe via — Sey 
end contains 11 gond rooms and ofices, conservatory, and garden, let at £43. Golici- Mr. Justice BUCKLEY. | Tuesday .. 11 { See Ae eee 
tors, Mesers, Burton & Son, London.—Tottenham: Building Site, almost facin — eas ey = , ; 
Tottenham-hale Station, suitable for manufacturing premises, frontage 154ft. 6in. te wr ye eg ge gtveatien gt —oneasieg 12 ' Non-wit list | 
Fawley-road, Ferry-lane, and comprising an area of 43,600 sq. ft. Solicitors, Mesars. peor? aie per hong * Wi en én , yor td Thurs¢ ay ...13) : tt ik 8 
Robinson & Stannard, London,—Peckham (overlooking the Rye and close to Railway will take Actions wit itnesses daily | Friday ......14. Mots and non-wit list r 
Station), with possession: Freehold Residence, rental value £80 —Stockwell: Lease- throughout the Sittings. | Saturday ...15} Sht caus, pets, pn — 
hold House, No. 8, Burniey-road, Stockwell-road, containing eight rooms, offices, and | a S mi Pres ee } 
garden, let at £42. Solicitor, M. C. Edwards, Esq., London, (See advertisements, Cuancery Court III | Monday......17 i i —o 4 
June 3, p. v-) . ° Tuer ..8i-. zs H 
June 23.—Mesers. Hzerixc, Sox, & Daw, at the Mart, at 1:—-City of London and Shore- Mr. Justice JOYCE. | Wednesday 19 ne se , i 
ditch: Valuable Freehoid Properties known as Wheeler’s Hotel, 5, Devonshire square, | Except when other Busi is advertised in | : gy 5 Non-wit list i 
: sk € , By xcept when other Business is advertised in Thursdsy .. 205 a, 
E.C., just off Bishopsgate-street. E.C., and comprising a total ground area of about the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice / Friday ......21...Mots and non-wit list x 
1,850 fee:, and the Shop and Prem’ses, No. #26, Old-street, Shoreditch, let, and Joyce will take Actions with Witnesses Saturday ...22! Sht caus, pets, pre 4 
ites —— a - annum. Solicitor, H. A. Maude, Esq., London. (See daily throughout the Sittings. acurday ..<") sums, and non-wit list FR 
sement, e 3, p. v. Monday .. 24. Sitting in chambers 
Jane 29.—Messrs. Stiusow & Sows (in conjunction with Mr. W. B. Hauverr), at the Mart, Tuesday 95 | Companies Acts and ma ‘ 

_ 2 SE agen House, semeneaon, Cy: A commanding Block of Freehold Cuancery Court IV. Wed ad “(wit list 4 
roperty, producing £2,014 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Nash, bield, & Co., and —s- TFEN E Yednesday 26 } it lis . 
Messrs. G. H. Barber & Son, London.—Cambridge-road, Bethnal Green : First-class Se. Seens SWERTE SADT. Thursday ...27 § es ‘ 
Freehold Investment < £800 perannum. Solicitors, Messrs. Miller & Smiths, London. Ea a am » --Mots and gen pa Friday ......28 ..Mots and non-wit list f. 

(See advertisements, this week, p, v.) Wednesday 21 | Gonoral paper Saturday ...29) Sht caus, pets, proceda Pie) 

June 39.—Messrs. Dovcias Youxe & Co, in a Marquee on the Estate, at 2.30 :—Chingford : Zaene ~S M M a oa 7 | Sums, and non-wit list ‘ 
132 choice Freehold Building Plots, situate within a minute or two of the railway Friday ...... -; I semana ‘geet , _ | Monday......81 Sitting in chambers 2: | 
station. Solicitors, Messrs. W. A. Crump & Son, London. (See advertisements, June | Saturday ...24 { — and Manchester Tues., Aug. 1 : a Acts and a —? 
4, Dp. ¥.) 5° ciadine ¢ cibease ) 
: Monday..... 26...S8itting in chambers Wednesday 2; 4, oe 2 
Result of Sale. Tuesday ...27...8ht caus, pets, and gen pa | Thursday... 3 f Non-wit list r. : 
Mesers. C. C. & T. Moone sold several Freebold and Leasehold Properties at Poplar, | Wednesday 28...General paper Friday ..... 4 ..Mots and non-wit list 5 
Forest Gate, Leytonstone, and Canning Town, compriring the estate of the late Mr. David | Thursday ...29...Mots and gen pa Saturday 5 { Sht caus, pets, proved B 
Allen, at the Mart, on Thursday, when some satisfactory prices were obtained, and a total | Friday ...... 30...No Sittang “? - “ ) sums, and non-wit list > 
of £5,000 was realised. Sat., July... 1 Sht caus, pets, and gen pa Monday...... 7...Sitting in chambers x. 
_ Montay as 8...8itting in chambers Tuesday gf Companies Acts and 2 Be 
Tuesday ..4 .  “? wit list é 
. Wednesday 8 { General paper Wednesday 9} x te ys 5 
Court Papers Thursday. oursday’, 10} Nom-wit it 
P . Friday ...... 7., Mots and gen pa Friday ...... 11 Mots and non-wit list ei 
Mancheste d Liv 1 ht caus, pets, proced 
Supreme Court of Judicature Saturday ... 8} Pusimeny Sod TéverPook | Saturday ...12 | Sims, and hon witli 
: Monday......10,..8itting in chambers Any cause intended to be heard asa i re 
Rota or Reoitsreans 1x ATTENDANCE oO” For weve Ae . Bht caus, pets, and gen pa cause must be so mage a C 4 & 
2 i LS e cle y before % to. 
Date. Emreorxcy Aprreat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Thessleg vs General paper rere ny vy in ‘the — to be 
Rora. No. 2. Kexewics. FARWELL. Friday ......14 . Mots and gen pa h@rd. The necessary papers, inclu 
Monday, June............26 Mr. Theed Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer Saturday ...15...sht caus, pets, and gen pa two copies of minutes of the pro 
Tuesday... .. wi W. Leach Jackson Theed King Monday......17...8itting in chambers judgment or order must behet 
W cdnesday eosennen a Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer Tuesday 18 with the judge’s clerk not less 
THUreday ....000-000 200 29 Greswell Jackson Theed King We'nesday is} General paper clear day befure the cause is to be p 
I a oa ded King Pemberton W. Leach Farmer Thursday ...20 the paper. In default the cause wi The Appe 
Saturday, July «4.1 Farmer Jackson Theed King Friday ......21.. sow ant ere , Bf be Ee my furtherameme, oo. 
7 : P ‘ ‘ siverpool and Manchester N.B.—tThe following papers on tu 
Date , + Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Saturday ww f business sideration are required for the use 
CCKLEY. Jorcs. Swinvew Eavy, Wanninoton. Monday _...24...8itting in chambers judge, viz.:—Two copies of minu® 
Monday, Jane... ........ 26 Mr. Carrington Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Jackson Tuesday ...25 . Sht caus, pets, and gen pa the proposed judgment or order, I 
Tuesday maioos 27 Beal Church R. Leach Pemberton | Wednesday 26 General pleadings, and 1 copy master's cert 
Wetinerdsy .0..6.0:10. B Carrington Greswell Godfrey Beal Thursday 27} mor These must be left in court wii othill 1 
Thursday pesca Beal Church R. Leach Carrington | Friday . ...28,,.Mots and gen pa udge’s clerk not less than one clei Co: P 
Friday . B Carrington Greswell Godfrey R. Leach | Satufday ., 29...Sht caus, pets, and gen pa Soles the further consideration is ancil a: 
Saturday, July .........1 Beal Church KR. Leach Godfrey Monday...,, 31,,,8itting in chambers to come into the paper. of defts f 








nh pa 


and Liverpool 


am bers 
ts, and gen pa 


er 


eard as a short 
| in the cau 
lay before th 
paper to be » 
ninutes of th 
ar must be let 
clerk one cley 
» be put in th 
use will not kk 


on further om. 
the use of th 
f minutes of th 


court with th 
lay before th 
uly to comeinty 


OURT. 
INGTON, 


Acts and no 


t 

on-wit list 

pets, procedur 
10n-wit list 
hambers 
Acts and no 


it 


pets, procedure 
non-wit list 
‘hambers 

Acts and az 


st 
10n-wit list 
pets, proceduy 
10n-wit list 
*hambers 

Acts and ne 


st 
non-wit list 
pets, proceda 
non-wit list 
*hambers 
; Acts and a 


st 


non-wit list 
pets, procedut 
non-wit list 
chambers 
s Acts and m 


ist 


non-wit list 
pets, proceda 
non-wit list 
chambers 
s Acts and a 


ist 
non-wit list 

ets, proceda 
| non-wit list 
chambers 
s Acts and 2 


list 
non-wit list 
pets, proe 
1 non-wit list 
» heard asa® 
ked in the @ 
r day before * 
e paper 
papers, includ 


of the prop 
st be left mn @ 
not less 
we is to be pu 
the cause 


ers on further 
for the use of 
ies of min 
b or order, 1 
naster's cert 
n court 
han one cleat 
sideration 8 * 





June 24, 1905. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol. 49.1 585 








High Court of Justice.—King’s Bench Division. 


Trinity Sirrmnes, 1905. 


J. 
Oxford 


.- X. 
Lawrence, 
| Cireuit 
(proceeding) 
” 
| Chambers 
” 


| 


\ weax, 3. 
Nisi Prius 
8.E. Circuit 

” 
’ 
| Nisi Prius 
” 
” 


| 


Jeur, J. 
Nisi Prius 
.E. Circuit 


N 


| 


Nisi Prius 

Chambers 

Northern 
Cireuit 


| 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


’ 


Chambers | 
’ 


8. Eastern 
Circuit 





Circuit 
Ist Parr 
Nisi Prius & 
Bev. Cases 


(proceeding) (proceeding) 


N. Wales 


1, |\Pmrsgymome, aN alias rm 


List 





anu 
J 
| Commercial 


Cu 


Nisi Prius 
Oxford 
| Circuit 


| 


List 
Bankruptcy) 


l 
Brouam, J. Daxnuiwe, J. 


and Canal | 


and Riwy | 
Commission | 





Western 
(proceeding 


” 
” 
” 


‘Cen. Cri. Ct. 


Nisi Prius Commercial 
intervening) 


Div. Court 


Div. Court 


W. Circuit 


d 


” 
” 
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| 
Div. Court 
| 
| 
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* Keerwepry,J. Riviry, J. 
| Nisi Prius | 
’ 
Div. Comt 
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’ 
, 





Lawnanon 
J 
Midland 
Circuit 
(proceeding 
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Chambers 
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| Wires, J. ee 
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Nisi Prius 


Lomp Curer! 
Nisi Prius 
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Div. Court 
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JustTics. 
Div. Court 


3 

5 
10 
11 
26 
31 


Dates. 


1905. 
June 20 
July g 

” 

” 

August 12 





COURT OF APPEAL, 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1905. 


The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
ia 


®, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Judgments Reserved. 
(General List.) 
oothill Upper Urban District Council v The Wakefield Rural District 
Council and the Urban District Council of Ardsley, East and West appl 
of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady © c a v May 30 


Love v Mack and anr appeal of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich 
cavJune9 (Heard before Vaughan Williams, Romer, and Stirling, 
LJJ) 











































































FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


(General List.) 


1903. 
How v Winterton appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Dec 11, 1902 (produce order) June 3 


1904. 
a v Bath and ors appl of deft Bath from order of Mr Justice 
arrington, dated June 16, 1904 Aug 23 

Cowper and anr v Milburn appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated June 14, 1904, and cross-notice by defendants, dated 
Nov 4, 1904 (part heard—stand over for report) Sept 15 

Hertfordshire County Council v The New River Co appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 16, 1904 Sept 30 

The Mayor, &c, of Ealing v Gibbon appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated May 17, 1904 (s o for appointment of Legal Re- 
presentatives) Nov 5 

In re Huggins’ Trusts and In re Mariotti’s Trusts and in the Matter of the 
Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 appl of applicant A V 
Mariotti from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Aug 8, 1904 (so until 
after summons disposed of by Warrington, J) Nov 8 

In re James Morgan, dec Morgan v Crockett and ors appl of deft 
Thomas Morgan, from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Uct 26, 1904 
(s o Michae)mas Sittings) Nov 25 

Cross v The Mutual Reserve Life Insce Co appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated Nov 1, 1904 (so Michaelmas) Dec 6 

1905. 

Merino v The Mutual Reserve Life Insce Co appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated Dec 21, 1904 (produce order) advanced by order 
(s o Michaelmas) Jan 12 

Assheton Smith v Owen Assheton Smith and ors v Owen appl of pitffs 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Aug 3, 1904 Jan 19 

The Sunbeam Bleach Co ld v Daniel Clarke appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 12, 1904 Feb 11 

Mercer and ors v Denne appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated June 25, 1904 Feb 21 

In re Phillips, dec James v Phillips and ors appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 14, 1904 Feb 25 

Stilemann v Farr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Feb 15, 1905 Feb 17 

In the Matter of W Tasker & Sonsld Hoare v Tasker appl of B. Gibbs 
and ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 20,1904 Feb 28 

Leckhampton & Co v Ballinger and the Cheltenham Rural District Council 
appl of the Cheltenham Rural District Council from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated May 20,1904 March1 

Wilkins v Verrier & Co ld and Niblett appl of defts Verrier & Co ld 
from order of Mr Justice Lawrance (tried at Bristol by order of Master 
Romer, dated Jan 19, 1905), dated Feb 23,1905 March 2 Same v Same 
appl of deft Niblett from order of Mr Justice Lawrance (at Bristol), 
dated Feb 23, 1905 March 2 

Anderson v Holcombe and ors appl of plitff from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Feb 3, 1905 (gusdens order— security ordered) March 3 

Jandus Arc Lamp and Electric Co ld and Arc Lamp ld appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 28, 1905 March 6 

Nye v Crossley and anr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Feb 6,1905 M 6 

Harris v May & Rowden and anr appl of plitff from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated March 1, 1905 Marcn 7 

The Badische Anilin und Soda Fabrik v Hickson and anr appl of pitfis 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Dec 12,1904 March 14 

Baker and anr v Duppa and anr appl of deft De Laune from order of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated Dec 10, 1904 March 15 

In re T W Poupart, dec Kelly v Poupart appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated March 6, 1905 March 17 

In the Matter of The Pretoria Pietersburg Ry Co Jan Volker’s Claim 
be > mas from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 28, 1905 

In re J Muskett, dec Yetts v Yetts appl of plitff from order of Mr 
Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Jan 30, 1905 March 20 

Spaull v Johnson appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Feb 20, 1905 (security ordered) March 23 

In the Matter of the Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900 and In the Matter of the 
Watchmakers’ Alliance and Ernest Goode’s Stores ld appl of B Boaler 
in Person from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 28, 1905 
March 27 

In re Sir George Stucley Stucley, dec Stucley v Kekewich appl of 

ltff from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Feb 14,1905 March 28 

n re Marchioness of Thomond and In re Sir George Stucley Stucley, 
dec Stucley v Kekewich eppl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
amaersy dated March 17, 1 (from Interlocutory List, by order) 
March 2 

In re Mortimer, dec Gray v Gray appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Farwell, dated March 3, 1905 March 28 

David Payne & Co ld v Pakeman & Read “ppl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 14,1905 March 29 

In re Nisbett and Potts’ Contract and In re Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874 applof F V Nisbet from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated March 





17, 1905 April 1 
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Wrigley v Gill and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Warring- 
ton, dated November 24, 1904 (produce order) April 3 

In re The Glasdir Copper Mines ld The English Electro Metallurgical Co 
ld v The Glasdir Copper Mines ld applof the English Electro, &c, from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 21,1905 April 4 

Sirdar Rubber Co and anr v Wallington, Western, & Co appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, duted Feb 18, 1905 April 4 

Marley v Stogdon and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated March 24, 1905 (produce order) April 7 

Day v Hoare & Cold appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated March 9,1905 April7 | 

In re The Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In re The West Coast Gold Fields 
ld appl of FS Salaman (Trustee) from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated March 28, 1905 April 8 

In re Joseph Baldry, dec Richmond and anr v Field and ors appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Feb 3,1905 April 11 

Rushmer v Polsue & Alfieri ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated Jan 12,1905 April 11 

In re Black Black v Black appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated Dec 20,1904 April 14 

In re Dicks, dec Dicks v Dicks appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated April 8, 1905 April 18 

In re Gilling, dec Procter v Watkins and anr appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 31, 1905 April 18 

Chang Yen Mao and anr v Moreing and ors appl of defts O A Moreing 
and B Moreing & Co from judgt of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 1, 
1905 April 26 

Chang Yen Maov Moreingand ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated March 1, 1905 April 26 

In re C H Bennett, dec Ward v Bennett appl of pltff and deft from 
order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated March 29,1905 May 1 

Attorney-Gen and ors v ET Odell appl of applts from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated April 17, 1905 May 2 

In the Matter of Saunders’ Estate, situate at Reading, in the county of 
Berks, and In the Matter of the Settled Land Acts appl of EF 
Saunders from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated April 4, 1905 May3 

In re Maple dec Eckardstein v Bird and ors appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 30,1905 May 5 

In re Earwaker, dec Carver v Earwaker appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated May 5, 1905 (produce order) May 11 

Banister (widow) v Hardie (widow) and ors appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 15, 1905 May 18 

McNaught v Dawson appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated May 13, 1905 (produce order) May 20 

Mattocks v Jones appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Feb 21, 1905 May 22 

Bonnard v Dott appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
May 10, 1905 (produce order) May 25 

The Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough of Swansea v The 
National Telephone Co ld appl of defts from judgment of Mr Justice 
Buckle, dated May 11, 1905 (produce order) May 27 

In re Edmund Roberts, dec Roberts v Roberts appl of deft from judgt 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Oct 31, 1905 (set down by leave) May 29 

Part v Bond and anr appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
May 26, 1905 (produce order) May 30 

In re Jackson and Haden’s Contract and In the Matter of the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874 appl of D Jackson and ors from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated March 29,1905 June 6 

The Robinson Printing Cold v Chicld and ors applof defts from order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated April 14,1905 June 9 

The New Inverted Incandesent Gas Lamp Co ld v Globe Light ld appl 
of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated May 23,1905 June 9 

FROM THE CHANCERY, PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISIONS. 

(Interlocutory List.) 
1905. 

Lord Kinnaird v Field appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated May 8, 1905 (set down by order of Court of Appeal May 12 
Same v Same appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
May 17, 1905 May 29 

Killbourn and ors v Killbourn and ors appl of deft Maria Killbourn from 
ah of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 11, 1904 (produce order) 

ay 29 
Rey v Leconturier appl of pltff from refusal of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated June 2,1905 June3 
FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(General List.) 
1905. 

Constantinidi v Constantinidi and Lance (Divorce) appl of applicant 
J Lance from judgt of The President, dated Dec 5, 1904 (s o by order, 
Feb 10, 1905) Jan 31 

In re G Ollis, dec Jones, F G W v Pelton (Probate) appl of F GW 
Jones from judgt of The President, dated April 10, 1905 April 20 
' (New Trial Paper.) 

Divorce Wright, Richard Walter (Petnr) vy Wright, Dora Mary (Respt) 
and Pico (Co-Respt) appln of respt for judgment or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated April 18, 1905, at trial before The Presi- 
dent and a special jury, Middlesex April 29 

FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 
(General List.) 
1905. 
In re Edward Hulton, dec Sampson v Hulton and ors appl of defts from 





order of the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, data 
Jan 30, 1905 Feb 27 

In re Lot Dixon, dec Hartley Wood vJ H Dixon and ors appl of dety 
from of the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dat 
Feb 4, 1905 May 10 

Manchester Billposting Cold v Chapple appl of pltff from order of Ty 
Deputy Vice-Uhancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, date 
May 15, 1905 June 10 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re H F S Webb (ex pte O A Wright, Trustee) No. 779 of 1904 fromm 
order of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 25th Oct, 1904 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor) No. 2760f 1905 from a receiving orig 
made by Mr. Registrar Hope, dated 19th May, 1905 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor) No. 357 of 1905 from a receiving ong 
made by Mr Registrar Hope on the 2nd June, 1905 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1904. 
Sir Samuel Edward Scott, Bart, MP v Robert Stanford Brown appl d 
plttt from judgt of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Jan 18, 1904, without ajun, 
Middlesex (so, pt hd, togoto official referee) March 11 


1905. 

Armstrong v Gibbs and anr appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord (hid 
Justice, dated Dec 14, 1904, with a special jury, Middlesex Jan3 
Wilson v The Ocean Coal Cold appl of defts from judgt of the Lon 
Chief Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, dated Jan. 17, 1% 

Jan 17 iia 


Workmen’s Compensation Appeal Treharne v The Ocean Coal (oli 
appl of applicant from award of County Court (Glamorganshire, Merthyr 
Tydfil), dated July 28, 1904 (to come on together, by order) Aug 16 


1905. 

Seymour (widow) v Fielden appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justia 
Lawrance, dated Dec 21, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Jan 27 

Urban District Council of Teignmouth v Slocombe appl of deft fro 
judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Kennedy and Ridley, date 
Jan 13,1905 Jan 27 

In the Matter of the Devonport Corpn Water Act, 1902, and In th 
Matter of an Arbitration between The Devonport Water Co and th 
The Mayor, &c, of Devonport appl of the Devonport Water Co from 
judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Jan 24, 1905 (special case) Feb! 
In re an Arbitration between the Devonport Water Co and the Devo- 
port Corpn appl of the Devonport Corpn from judgt of Mr Justic: 
Phillimore, dated Jan 24, 1905 (special case) Feb 2 

Ruffle v Whiffin and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated Jan 21, 1905, without a jury, Ipswich Feb 2 

Risdon Iron and Locomotive Works v Furness appl of pltffs from judg 
of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Jan 11, 1905, without a jury, Middless 


Feb 3 

The Southern Coal Co of New South Wales 1d v GS Yuill & Oo ld 
of defts from judgment of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Jan 31, 1%, 
without a jury, Middlesex Feb7 j 

Wilson and ors v Grant and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated Nov 28, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex (security y 
consent, dated April 10) Feb8 

Clegg v Wilson’s Brewery ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Walto, 
dated Feb 1, 1905, with a special jury, Salford, Lancaster Feb 14 

Wulfert v Rasch and anr appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated Jan 20, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 15 é 

Chapman v Waring & Gillow ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justi 
Darling, dated Feb 1, 1905, with a special jury, Middlesex, and cro 
notice by pltff, dated March 24,1905 Feb 16 ; 

Bannatyne v Mac-Iver appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated Feb 6, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex Feb 17 : 

Newman(trading, &c) v British Oil Cake Mills ld appl of pltff from judgt 
of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Nov 22, 1904, Middlesex, and cross-notitt 
by defts, dated March 1, 1905 Feb 18 

Foster v The Urban District Council of Warblington appl of dfts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Jan 23, 1905, withouta jury, Mi 
sex Feb 24 P 

Lancaster & Cunningham ld v Bloomer and ors appl of defts from judg: 
of Mr Justice Darling, dated Feb 16, 1905, with a special jury, Mi 
Feb 25 

Greaves v Curtis, Gardner, & Co and ors appl of defts Hendersd 
Murray, & Co and Shepherd from juggt of Mr Justice Darling 
dated Feb 23, 1905, with a special jury, Middlesex (security oraered 
March 7 

Simpson City Assets Co ld (and Quinlan liquidator of the said Co) v Gril 
appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated March 9, 1905, with 
common jury, Middlesex March 17 

Spilsbury v Ward and Lennon appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Juste 
Warrington, dated March 9, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex M hl 

In the Matter of the Agricultural Holdings (England) Acts, 1883 to 1% 
and In the Matter of an Arbitration between Joseph Cundal! (respt) 
Sir W EJ Vavasour, Bart (applt) appl of Sir W EJ Vavasour (@pP 
from judgment of Judge Templer, dated March 8, 1905, County (0 
of Yorkshire, ‘Tadcaster March 22 

(Zo be continued.) 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Trinity Srrrimes, 1905. 
Notices Retatrnc To THE CHANCERY Cause List. 
Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 


Mr. Justice Kexewrcu will take his business as announced in the Trinity 


Mr. Justice Farwett.—Except when other business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Farwell will take actions with witnesses 


Justice Bucktry.—Except when other business is advertised in the 


904 fro . 
= Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Buckley will take actions with witnesses 
ceiving orig fim daily throughout the sittings. 
h Justice Joyce.—Except when other business is announced in the 
ceiving ong ie Daly Cause List, Mr. Justice Joyce will take actions with witnesses daily 
turoughout the sittings. 
Mr. Justice Swrmvren Eapy will take his business as announced in the 
{nity Sittings Paper. 
1 and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Swivren Eapy will take 
j 1 and Manchester Business as follows: Summonses in Chambers, 
Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses on every 
her Saturday, commencing with Saturday, 24th June. 
wn appl d Mr. Justice Warrincton will take his business as announced in the 
thout ajuy, Mi Baity Sittings Paper. 
§ummonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice Kexrewrcr, Mr. 
Jutice Swinren Eapy, and Mr. Justice Waarincron will sit in court every 

Lord Chi Mf Monday during the sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Jan 3 Summonses Adjourned into Court will be taken as follows: Mr. Justice 
of the Lon ge Amewicu, as stated in the Daily Cause List ; Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy, 
an. 17, 19 Wh Non-Witness Actions; and Mr. Justice Wargineton, with Non- 

, Witness Actions. 
Sezcran Notice wirH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY Witness Lists. 

Coal Co li ing the Trinity Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 
re, Merthyr @% Witness Actions as follows: 

Aug 16 Mr. Justice Kexewicu will take his retained Witness Actions on days to 

announced in the Daily Cause List. 
Mr Justice Mr, Justice Farwe 1 will take Witness Actions as announced above. 
an 27 Mr, Justice Buck.ry will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

deft fron Mr. Justice Joyce will take Witness Actions as announced above. 
idley, dated Mr. Justice Swivrzn Eapy will take his retained Witness Actions on 

, days to be announced inthe Daily Cause List. 

ind In th Mr. Justice WarrincTon will take his retained Witness Actions on days 

Co and ty Me “beannounced in the Daily Cause List. 

er Co fron Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 

— nan (Set down to June 10th, 1905.) 

Mr Justi Before Mr. Justice KexEwicu. In re F Gordon, dec Gordon v 

Retained by Order. Gordon adjd sumns 

Granthan, : Witness Actions. In re Malet, dec Hamilton v Malet 
Atiomey-Gen v Corpn of Dor- adjd sumns 

from judg chester (July 4, pt hd) In re Rose, dec Cumming v Rose 
“Middlesr (Husbands v Hodson adjd sumns 

Feary Morgan In re Midland Ry of Western 
Yo ld Australia Slaughter v The Com- 
n 31, 1%, Further Considerations. pany adjd sumns 
. lhrFrench Brewster Brewstervy In re Same Samev Same adjd 
Mr Justice Watson furcon pt hd sumns 
security by Ire Pidgeon, dec Barnard vy Harding v Hammonds adjd sumns 
m furcon pthd In re Cayley, dec, and The Settled 
se Walton, lnre osephine Nattali, dec In re Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 adjd 





Benjamin Nattali, dec Whitlaw 


















sumns 
In re Garnett’s Settlement Richard- 
son v Greenep adjd sumns 
In re Price Price v Price adjd 


sumns 

In re Marlow Breeze v Marlow 
adjd sumns 

In re Ford & Flowers’ Contract and 
Vendor and Purchaser Act adjd 
sumns 

In re Sir G Elliot, Bart, and the 
Trustee Act, 1893 adjd sumns 


| In re Scholefield, dec Scholefield v 


‘eb 14 : 
e Walton, YWright fur con 
ihre Cramp Hudson, ld Lascelles 
Mr Justice 'TheCompany furcon and adjd 
and crost fmns 
hn W Raith, dec Raith v Savill 
Grantham, fm, fit con 
ihre R H White,dec White v 
rom judgt Cidland fur con and adjd sumns 
ross -notice . 
Adjourned Summonses. 
dfts fron Mw Pidcock Penny v Pidcock 
y, Middle , “4d sumns with witnesses 
Inre Hamilton Willis, dec Edwards 
rom judg , "Martin adjdsumns 
Middleses hh rm Stockman, dec Rowell v 
adjd sumns 
rendersonf te Leppard Secker v Davies | 
» Darling adjd sumns 
 orderedjag ze euupent’s Settled Estates and 
In re The Conveyancing Act and 
) v Griff h Land Act adjd sumns 
5, with teA W Barrett, dec Barrett v 
Barrett adjd sumns 
rr Justic te Emson, dec Grain v Grain 
March I adjd sumns 
3 to 196 te Dunsany Nott v Dunsany 
spt) adjd sumns 






Turner, dec Wood v Turner 
adjd sumns 





| 


St John adjd sumns 

In re Jane Young, dec Smith v St 
John adjd sumns 

In re Gaskell’s Settlement Terrell 
v Terrell adjd sumns 

In re Richardson Roadley v Roberts 
adjd sumns 

In re Priestley Priestley v Theobald 
adjd sumns 

In re J H Drake, dec 
Drake adjd sumns 

In re W H Carne Aver v Carne 
adjd sumns 

In re E F Ashton Taylor v Old- 
know adjd sumns 

In re Richard Chapman, dec Peck 
v Woodley adjd sumns 


Foot v 


In re Dick Holzapfel v Criddle 
adjd sumns 

Lloyds v Marconi, &c adjd sumns 

In re Peters Mountier v Peters 
adjd sumrs 

In re Hancox, dec Hampton v 
Hampton adjd sumns 

In re Muggeridge Muggeridge v 
Muggeridge adjd sumns 

In re Phillips Lowe v Clarke 
adjd sumns 

In re Lickorish Barter v Hill adjd 


sumns 

In re Fisher, dec Richardson v 
Berry adjd sumns 

In re T Strange, dec Brown v 
Couldwell adjd sumns 

In re C J Smith, a solr, &c adjd 
sumns 

In re Richard Sutton, dec Clifford 
v Blagg adjd sumns 

In re Richard Eve, dec Belton v 
Thompson adjd sumns 

Inre Toogood, dec Jones v Toogood 
adjd sumns 

Todd v Savile m fj (short) 





Before Mr. Justice FarweE.u. 
Retained by Order. 
Petition. 
Ruddock v Ruddock 


Adjourned Summons. 
In re Rayer Rayerv Rayer adjd 
sumns 
In re Rayer’s Estate In re Settled 
Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 adjd 
sumns 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Mathews v Wilmer act (not before 
Michaelmas) ; 

Attorney - General v Pontypridd 
Urban District Council act (not 
before July 3) 

Jacobs v Harper Bros act (not 
before June 25) 

Burnay v Parrish actand counter- 
claim (s o fourteen days after 
affidavit filed and inspection had) 

In re Robert Jones, dec Jones v 
Jones trial of issues 

Stocker v Powell act 

Gates v Fieldings ld act 

Barker v Earl de la Warr act 

Bailey v Lawrence, Airey, & Co 


act 
Mitchell v Barber act and adjd 
sumns 
Dartford Brewery v Vincent act 
Carbutt v Gillespie act 


Carr v Milnes act (not before 
July 1) 
Hurrell v Beauchamp act 


Chadburn’s (Ship) 
vA Robinson & 

Glanville v Pelican and British 
Empire Life Office act and 
counter-claim 


Telegraph Co ld 
Co act 


In re W H Passmore, dec De 
Morley v Passmore act 

Lea v Hole act 

Griffiths v Vezey act 

Duncan v Minnis act without 


pleadings 

Sear v Mutual Reserve Life Insce 
Co act 

Mac Geagh v Croucher act 

Maund v Lord Sandys act 

Maund v Young act 

Lowthian v British Equitable Assce 
Co act 


Merry v Green act 

Williams v James act 

Walters v Mason act 

In re Read, dec Read v Smithers 


act 

G Howson & Sons ld v F Winkle & 
Co act 

Riddick v Dykes act 


Holdsworth v Holdsworth act 
Millett v Millett act 





Mayor, &c, of Manchester v New 





Moss Colliery Co act and counter 
claim 


Union Jack Consolidated Mines ld 
vday act 

Union Jack Consolidated Mines ld 
vSmith act 


Before Mr. Justice Bucxuey. 
King’s Bench Division. 
Retained Non-jury Action. 
Cole v Littlewood. 





Chancery Division. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
The Transatlantic Press Alliance ld 
vSibthorpe act 
Bower v Reade 
Aug 1) 
May and ors v Belville Belville v 
May and anr act (and by counter- 


act (not before 


claim) 
Gunn and ors v Walker and ors 


act 

Botley v Vidal act 

Garner v Wingrove act 

In re F Wrightson, dec Wrightson 
v Cooke act 

Dawson v Thorn act 

Mason v The Motor Traction Co ld 
act 


Harger v Benett Stanford act 

Clayton v Mutual Reserve Life 
Insce Co ld act 

Cole-Hamilton v Lewis act 

In re W C Langley, dec Evans 
and anr v Lucy andors act 

In re The Estate of James Herbert 
Raggett, dec Hodgkinson. and 
anr v Raggett and ors act 

Edmundson v Render act 

Owen v Davis act (July 5, by 
order) 


Before Mr Justice Joyce. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Waite v The Midland Ry Co act 
and counterclaim 

Cowan v — - 

Martyn v Same ac 

Pearson vSame act 

Whitworth and Wife vSame act 

Inman v Same act 

Townend.v Same act 

Williamson v Same act 

Le Fanu v Same act 

Smith vSame act 

Rawlinson v Same act 

Goward v Same act 

Mumford v Same act 

Bond v Same act 

Anderson v Same act 

Morris vSame act 

Vardy vSame act 

Barr vSame act 

Dyer v Same _ act 

Charlwood v Same act 

Bullock vSame act 

Carlaw v J R Williams Co ld_ act 

Metropolitan Ry Co v Metcalfe act 
(s o Michaelmas) 

Miller v Luxenburg act (not before 
July 4) 

In re Reavely Trusts May v 
Reavely act (not before July 17) 

Elsdon v Mayor, &c., of Hampsteaa 





Tilly v Grant act 

Haydon v Matthews act : 

In re Rumball Wilson v Charring- 
ton act 

Smith v Chambers act and 
counterclaim 

Salmon & Son v Davis act (not 
before June 26) 

Carr & Son v FC Scott & Co act 

Carr & Son v Butters act 

Masters v Bourne act 

Alt v Mutual Reserve Life Insce Co 
act 

Dunning v Grimble act 

Pearce v Pearce act 

Sharp v Wilson, Rotheray & Co ld 
act and counterclaim 
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Withers v Simkins act | 
F H Smith Patents Co 1d vy Smith 
act and counterclaim 
Dyson v Sykes act 
Blackman Export Co v James 
Keith & Blackman Cold act and 
counterclaim 
Wilesmith v Bourne act 
Beaumont v Beaumont act 
Branfill v Ind, Coope & Co act 
Pearce v Baynes act 
In re Thomas Bourne, dec Davey | 
v Bourne act and counterclaim 
Peel v Sherrott act and mf j 
Boland Bros ldv Cross act 
Uttofy v Power act 
Hooper v Penfold act 
Davey v Carlton Urban District | 
Council act 
Carline v Bates 
claim 
Holyoake v Hanker act 
Haig Smellie v Saunders act 
Hudson, Scott, & Sons ld v 
Barringer, Wallis Manners ld | 
act | 


act and counter- | 


Farley v Williams act 
Macmillan v Dent act | 
Lloyds v The Marconi International 
Marine Communication Cold act | 
and counterclaim j 
Miller v Cohen act and counter- 


claim 
Neumegen v Kelly act and| 
counterclaim 


Snaith v McCullagh act 

Chiswick Urban District Council v 
Met Water Board act (fixed for 
June 20 

Stokes v Wallis act 

Liberian Development Co, Chartered 
and ld v Investment and Agency 
Cold act and counter-claim 

In re W J Lake’s Settlement Lake 
vde Michele act 

Redfern v Manchester Assce Co act 


Attorney-General v North-Eastern | 


Ry Co act 


Attorney-General v Melville & King 


act 
Perpetual Investment Building Soc 
v Baker act 
Huss v Lejarraga act 
Gilbey v Rush act 
Shrewsbury v Shrewsbury 
Molyneux v Richard act 


act 





Before Mr. Justice Swrxrzen Eapy. 


Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses), 


In re W Roberts, dec Roberts v 
Jones adjd sumns 

Jenkins v Taggart adjd sumns 

In re C Wheater, dec, and In re Ann 
Stones, dec adjd sumns 

In re Chambers, dec Ratcliff v 
Allam adjd sumns 

In re Jacobs, dec Newton v Jacobs 


mij 

Down v Donald Munrold mf j 

In re Young, dec Walker v 
Sandeman adjd sumns 

Davidson v Sun Fan Co ld m f j 
(short) 

In re Slims & Ridding’s Policy and 
The New York Life Insce Co 
adjd sumns 

In re Lingard Dawes v Livesay 
adjd sumns 

In re Nettlefold’s Settlement 
Wyman v Nettlefold adjd sumns 


Further Considerations. 
In re McEachen, dec Broad v 
Blease fur con and adjd sumns 
In re Hawkins Hawkins v Hawkins 
fur con 
Denison v Stephenson fur con 
In re Giveen Giveen vGiveen fur 


con 

Ingersoll v Clarke fur con 

In re Piercy, dec Whitwham v 
Piercy fur con 





Before Mr. Justice WarRINGTON. 
Actions with Witnesses. 
Barrs v Conder act 
Slingsby v The Bradford Patent 
Truck and Trolley Co act (June 
28) 
Bate v Payton act (without plead- 
ings) (July 5) 


Further Considerations. 

In re Heald’s Settlement and In re 
Milnthorp’s Settlement Miln- 
thorp v Chave fur con 

In re David Hughes, dec Hughes 
vJdones Daviesv Jones fur con 

In re John Newton’s Estate Brown 
v Cooke fur con 

Jane Reeves (wife of John Reeves) 
v Milton John Reed fur con 

In re Meredith’s Estate Whinney 
v Meredith fur con 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
The Bombay, Baroda and Central 

India Ry v The Secretary of State 





























Lawrence v E Hoyle & Sons ld 
adjd sumns 

In re Waters, dec Hoare v Blythe 
adjd sumns 

In re F Creaser, dec Harland v 
Creaser adjd sumns 

In re Campbell, dec Campbell v 
Campbell adjd sumns 

Lewis v Green adjd sumns 

In re H K Robertson’s Settlement 
Knott v Long adjd sumns 


1903 Perkins Bacon Le 
ld (petn of Redfern and Hi 
Peruvian Sugar Estates Co ]d{ 
of L G Dreyfus) 7 
Murman Coast Co ld (petn of Ry 
Killin and anr) ' 
Economic Bank ld (petn of } 
Baker, & Co) 
American Quick Service Restantay! 
Co ld (petn of J D Pitcher && 
Automobile Corpn 1d (petn of Wj 
Pritchard, & Co) 
Symonds London Stores 1d (pein, 
W L Erwood ld and ors) 
Chic ld (petn of Harrison & Song 
Benfleet Electric Light and Eng; 
eering Co ld (petn of H Rows 
Times Insurance Co ld (petn, 
H C Loftus) 


Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions. 

Travellers’ Club (Paris) 1d (petn of 
Mappin & Webb ld—s o from 
May 3 to June 21) 

Hydra Combined Mineral Water 
Making, Bottling, and Syphon 
Filling Machines id (petn of Dob- 
son & Nall ld—s o from June 6 
to June 21) 

International Bank of London 1d 
(petn of Glyn, Mills, Currie, & Co 
—s 0 from June 6 to June 27) 


Court Summonses, 

Higgs’s Dairy Farms ld (qj 
feasance) 

Dover Coalfields Extension 1d (uj 

feasance—with witnesses) 











Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, June 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitrep 1n CHANCERY. 


Bicuioripe or Gotp Hypro Esrasiisament (Souraport) Limirep—Creditors any 

uired, on or before July 17, to send their names and addresses, and the particuland 

their debts or claims, to James Jones. Worden & Ashington, Southport, soloniz 
iquidator 

Economic Bank, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented May 30, directed to be bul 
June 21. Baker & Uo, Gresham st, solors for petaers. Notice of appearing must mi 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 2) _ 

M. Summers & Co, Luw1zp, Liverpool, Contractors Creditors are required, on or bel 
July 18, to send ia particulars of their claims to Mr Thos E Cowley, 4, Chapel chm, 
North Chapel st, Liverpool. Edward Lloyd, Liverpool, solor for liquidator 

Mainprice & Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 8, to send the 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Lavid Sibbald, 
8t James’s st, Derby. Stone & Symonds, Wirksworth, sojors for liquidator ; 

Poo.te & AxpeRson, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send the 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Henry Tucke, 
9, Savage gdns. Dyson & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors for liquidator _ i 

810ns, Limtrep (late Sions, Hulles, & Co, 101, Kingsland rd, N)—Creditors are requin, 
on or before July 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thi 
debts or claims, to George Gradon, 19 and 20, Union Bank bldgs, Holborn circus 


Londo Gasette.—Tusspay. June 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Kpfctelyl gf 


gs 













Luurep in CHANCERY. — 

Baririsu anp Irisn CaTrite Corporation, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented dm Divims, Ay 
16, directed to be h July 4. mer & Hovenden, 16, Finsbury circus, solors ia w Or 
petner. eo of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock int Divas, A 
atternoon o' y3 ; 

Doves Dateigs, Lusrep—Creditors are required, on or before August 7, to send the Bg 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Edgar We, tone 
20, Bucklersb Frm, Jaan 

HH Maartiy, Limtrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before August3,& oe | 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t0 Gunuap, J 
Cooper, 33, Princess st, Manchester Broad, Gt Winchester st, solor for liquidator Dock 

Howtseck Foorsa.t anp ATHLETIC CiUB, Limitegp—Creditors are required, on or Gums, Fi: 


July 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim, 
to Charles Henry Wilson, Park row, Leeds Simpson & Co, Leeds, solors for liqaidater 











Brown v Fisher, Clark, & Co act for India in Council act (sf 0 to| Kirsow Incanpescent Licutinc Co or Bourn Argica, Limirep—Creditors are requite, oan Wi 
Ca for Trial W fix a day) on or before amg 8, to send their ae and ray “1 and the particulars of their deb Gensr, W 
uses for Tria ith ; ’ * or claims, to John Earnshaw, 10 and 11, Austin Friars 
and Adjourned pet eo In te en 8 Estate adjd Oxsputa Si1tver Minixo Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to seal Pt 
I re ee - : ap sumns (8 0) : their names dresses, and the particulars of thew debts or claims, to James Gandy, Pet Ju 
n_re Catherine Hunt’s Settled | Gordon v Gordon int of law Victoria chmbrs, Neath Williams, Neath, solor for liquidator : Jos, D. 
Estates and The Settled Land| In re Messrs Adler & Perowne, Tait Macuines Sersvr, Limirep (is Tnquiparsou)—_ On ditons ore equine, Pet Ju 
Act j ill trial : : . lore Aug 3, to send their names an ‘esses, Al e particulars of their 
. be rae peer in so till | of Solrs of the Supreme Court adjd clanns, to Colin Cooper, 33, Princess-street, Manchester Sead, Great Winchester &) wed 
act ulteel v Lawdeshayne”’) sumns solor for liquidator Kum, 
Bristo 
erdare, Ph her Aber- | Rees. Davin, Pentwyn Tips, Abersychan, Mon Newpet ely 
: Frre, James Witpsmits, Ab re, otographer T- xes. Davin, Pentwyn Tips, Abersychan, 
Bankruptcy N otices. dare Pet June 14 Ord June 14 Mon Pet June 10 Ord June 10 Pe Laws, 
Gascovye, Ropert, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet May 26 | Rivey, Witiiam, Bridgend, Timber Importer Cardiff ¥ 
London Gasettr,—Vatwar, June 16. Ord June 9 May 27 Ord June 9 : Al 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Girvorp, Joux, Tenby, Pembroke, Fishmonger Pembroke | Rotre, James Manrcuanr, Dover, Fish Dealer Canterbuy Resta 
Basceorr & Co, W EB, Manchester, Shippiog Merchants Dock Pet June i3 Ord June 13 Pet June 14 Ord June l4 : . June 
Manchester Pet May 20 Ord June? Gaeen, Fraxx Avstix, Southampton, Newsagent South- Sanpersox, Henry Tuomas Barnon, South enidly Moveniz 
Baxtox, Cuanizs Witiiam, Leicester, Fancy Goods Dealer ampton Pet June10 Ord June 10 Auctioneer Newcastie on Tyne Pet June 18 Pet } 
Leiemter Pet June10 Ord June 10 Heasuax, Samunt, Chatham, Hardware Dealer R chester June 13 4 Parrona: 
Bercu. Mattuew, South Shields, Auctioneer Newcastle Pet Junel4 Ord June 14 Suzpueep, Francis Matrrazw, Picton, Yorks, Farme ford 
ouTyne Pet June 1 Ord Stine 14 Joxes, Bexsamix, Liansamlet, Glam, Licensed Victusller Stock on on Tees Pet Junev Ord June 9 b Bie Rezs Di 
Essnor, Jonx Rowert, New Cleethorpes, Newsagent Gt Swansea Pet June10 Ord June 10 Watt, Epwix, Baisall Heath, Birmingham, Tailor Mon 
Grimsby Pet June 14 Ord June 14 Joxzs, Davip, Cynwyd, Merioneth, Farmer Wrexham Pet mingham Pet June8 Ord June 8 in Bell Rooans,_ 
Bown, 6H, Tredegar eq, Bow, Furniture Dealer High June 10 Ord June10 Warteuman, Faxperiox, Cremyll, cornwall, Chip B Pet , 
Court Pet May 10 Ord Jane 13 Joxzs, Daviv, Oswestry, Draper Wrexham Pet June 13 Plymouth Pet June3 Ord June 13 Rowe, J 
———- os Portesnouth, Licensed Victualler Porta- Ord June 13 Weaeet, L Aste an, Sesstect, Housekeep?| Pet . 
momh Pet Junell Ord June l4 . erefo et June 1 rd June - Suepur: 
Basont, 6s “ver, Tipton, Safle, Grocer Dudley Pet May Lame, Coreanre nee oo Ord 7 nme Newcastle Woop, Joun, Lough Green, nr Langley, Boyes & on Stoc 
C = Ded fone 9 ? 2 : Leaman, Joun Joszrn Hewny, Hyde, Isle of Wight, Hotel Northumberland, Farmer Newcastle on Ty ms: 
- Pay Per, mg yy Hairdresser High P Newport Pet Juoei0 Ord June 10 June 18 Ord “me L sernres tron? 
' May 25 Ord June 12 - . A tE . 
cm, * prey Kast Ham, Builder High Court Pet ar > Marit Hist , ne pgueee Dairymen High Court Boxsom, 8 ze ates a, ag rs Dealer June . Cou 
7 une 14 - atil Bankrupt 4, Carey 6 F A 
Davina, Any, Bradtord, Confectioner Bradford Pet June McI«rine, Cuan.es Bui2ips, Bucklersbury, Inventor High Batout, Samvuey, Tipton, dee June 26 at 11 Off 
0 OrdJane 10 Court Pet May 15 Ord June 14 | 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley Wau, 
anwar, Curnizn, Acton, Builder Brentford Pet April4 Nimisex, Avoven Beart, Shaftesbury av, Photographer | Baown.ay, Ronewt, Chorley, Lancs, Joiner June 2 # min 
Ord Fane 9 High Court PetMay 15 Ord June 14 | 19, Exchange st, Bolton é Wannn: 
Viack, Wittsan Rice, U Phillimore pl, Kensington, O’Bares, Witssam, North Cheshire, Bootmaker | Cravenie, Henut, Knightsbridge, Hairdresser June Pet 
High Court Pet June 15 Ord June 15 k Pet June 10 Ord June 10 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at Jeno 20 Gl 


a Vuask, Sutton Valence, Kent, Baker 


Pet June12 Ord June 12 


Maid- Parronanp, Janna, 


ford Pet June 14 


Marden, Hereford, Yarm Bailiff Here- 
Ord June 14 


| Canz, J Oamrnury, East Ham, Builder 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
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4.71 
995, bres, AY, Bradford, Confectioner June 27 at 3 Off 
<i Ree, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Let ; ; rt Setton | Yolenes, Kent, Baker June 27 
mM a 3 9 3 stone 
toe Ot ae 9 5 and WILLIAM Garen, Chesterfield, Coach 
ld (Dey Suilders June 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
wus, WiLL1aM Henny, Aberavon, Glam, Grocer June 
L (petn of & eget 12, Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
SAMUEL, Chathai tham, Hardware Dealer June 26 
em 1L80 115 High st, 





















(petn of casos, G@zonce WILLIAM, Sunderland, Fishm: 
Bake onger June 
gat3.30 Off Rec, 3, pl, Sunderland 
rice Resta; wee RICHABD, Se r, Commercial by od June 26 at 
Pit she . #29 Crypt chmb:s, Eastgate row, Cheste: 
Cher & Roi (aTHERixe, Tynemouth, N sot tet er eer June 26 at 


@ Off Rec, 30. ley st, Newcastle on Tyue 
Rionarp. West Auckiand, Painter June 27 at 3 
Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
, JoHN JosePH Henry, Kyde, I of W, Hotel Pro- 
ee 8 at 1.30 Off Rec, 33, Holyrood st, 


L (petn of Wy 


ores ld (peta 


1d ors) } 


rison & 
rh " MacDBILL, ino, Castleford, Yorks, Picture Framer 
- = MME jane 26 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Ry RY, JOHN Taomas, ‘Carnarvon, Licensed Refresh- 


pent house Keeper June 26 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, 


Iastgate row 
Qvsrox, Joun Houtsy, Cayton, Yorks, Grocer June 26 at 
4 14, Newborough, Scarborough 


© 1d (pety , 


Rutch 


onses, 


Wasemne, Man vy Annx,- Marden, Hereford, Housskeeper 
Hereford Pet June 14 Ord June 14 
Witson, Faepericx, East Ham, Essex, Builder High 
Court pier oda Ord June 13 
Gasette.—TurEspay, June 20. 
RECEIVING O#DERS. 
Aturmsox, Joun WILLIAM, — Sheffield, Tailor 
Sheffield Pet June 15 Ord June 15 


Bare, James, Little 
Cadogan , Sloane st, Milliner High 
May13 Ord J une 13 


—_—— AABON, oy Yorke, Miner Wakefield Pet 
verhampton Pet June 16 + 
Comnqiaty Samus, Pembridge, i - ae Farmer Leo- 
Pet June 17 Ones June 1 


une 15 Ord June 15 
Willenhall, Fruiterer Wol- 
Bryce, KDWARD, 
Court Pet 
oun, Astavs, Birmingham, Bilveromith Birmingham 


Pet May 29 Ord June 15 
Covtrate, Matruew, Leeds, Warehouseman Leeds Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 





Jssaspson, Samve. Joun, Kingston apn _— 




























ms ld (mi eo) Matil Off Rec, Trinity House in 
gummmsox, Hengy Tuomas Bauros, South ghiclas, Auc- 
aia : toseer June 26at1230 Off Ree, 30, Mosley st, New- 
2nsion Id (a ase on Tyne 
nesses) fomus, Josepa Vincent Usner, Longford, Derby, Medical 
Puctitioner June 24at11 Off ~~ 47, Full st, Derby 
fers, Henry, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper June 26 at 
li Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
SvgaRMAN, Samvzt, Bury, cs, Jeweller Gene 27 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Wareeman, FaReoerick, Cremyll, Cornwall, Shipbuilder 
Jue 24at11 Off Rec, 6, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 
Warsszap & Saxenr, Bromley, Builders June 27 at 12.30 
U, Railway app, London Bridge 
ae) Woo, Joux, Lough Green, nr Langley, Haydon Bridge, 
reditors an» Northumberland, Farmer eae 11.30 Off Ree, 
le particulan d 9), Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyn 
hport, solors ig Ammded notices substituted for | those gebtihed 1 in the 
London Gazette of June 9: 
ted to be half Hussy, Epwarp, Watford, Herts, Manufacturing Confec- 
ring must read tomer Junel7 at 11465 1, 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 
oo, Say Martock, Somerset, Butcher June 20 
ed, on or belay ff Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
, Chapel cin . a Wrisine Lefer 
Buoy, Coantes Wituiam, Leicester a. Goods Deale 
3, to send the Leicester Pet June 10 ‘Ord June : 
wid Sibbald, & ee ery Davis, Fulham High ‘Court Pet May 8 
june 
7 to send the Bove, Ronauy Lionet Percy, Colchester Colches 
2 Henry Tucke, hats Ord June 9 ee 
f OHN Sawa New Cleetho Newsagent Gt 
thew —_ tenes Lag 14 Ord June i 
rs MUEL ton, ffs, 
— ears, 1 ip Staffs, Grocer Dudley Pet May 


Cam, Roszk Amy, and Cuartes Seir, Leadenhall st, 
Wharfingers High Court Pet March 23 Ord June 18 
Cowussaw, FrepericK ho aoe , Melksham, Wilts Bath 
presented Jum PtMay 31 Ord June 1 








eu, selon ee naan, Deatiestlonee Bradford Pet June 
6 0’ in June 1 
Divas, ARTHUR Me gamed Dealer in China 
1 to send the Wrexham Pet May 22 Ord June 1 
k Edgar Web, fae ?#t0man, Frank, Sutton —, Kent, Baker Maid- 
tele hE heed 13 Ord June 1 
re Au ® aves WILDsMITH, pe tag Photo h - 
Insane dare Pet June 14 Ord June 14 ae se 
iquidator Gump, Joun, Tenby, Pembroke, penengee Pembroke 
d, on or bel Pet June 13- Ord June 13 
lebts or claims Gums, Franx Avstix, Southampton, Newsagent South- 
for liqasdstor Pet June 10 Ord June 10 
rs are require, Gay, Wittiam Groxce, Darlington, Draper Stockton on 
; of their debts Tes Pet May 23 Ord June 9 
; a Gonsr, PS Dudley, Painter Dudley Pet May 25 
‘uly 30, to e 
James Htuauy, SamveL, Chatham, = d Roch 
ames Gapiy, nh a, or ardware Dealer ester 
quired, on @ = Davin, € yawya, Merioneth, Farmer Wrexham 
their debts « han Eegene +“ rd June 10 
4 AVID, ® " or Z 
WV inchester & gy eg eA Salop, Draper Wrexham Pet 
Atsert Ernest, Whitehall, East istol 
PP al Pet May 20 Ord June 14 — 
on Newport a Iiford, Essex, Pianoforte Dealer Chelms- 
Pet May1 Ord June9 
Cardiff Pé Lauux, Joun Josep Henry, Ryde, [of W, Hotel Pro- 
wt Newport and Ryde Pet June10 Ord June 10 
. Canterbury ONALD, Wituram, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, 
Pembroke Dock Pet June 6 Ord 
wh Oe Moms, Joux Janes, Bristol, Mortgage Brok 
2 ames, Bristo r 
une 18 Pet May 12 Ord June 14 aa. 
rks, Farms ethan, James, Marden, te, Farm Bailiff Here- 
9 Run Pet June 14 Ord June 1 
Tailor Bie Davin, Pentwyn Tips, — Mon Newport, 
meen Pet > Ord June 10 
chi RUNDEL Gwynne, St?Le 
hip Builde ‘Apri a pokey wong onards, Sussex Hastings 
ys Ames Ma . 3 5 
Housekeeps Pa June A ee pee Fish Dealer Canterbury 
don Brid murkD, Francis Martuew, Picton, Yorks, Farmer 
Tyne Pa fixe ton on Tees Pet June 9 Ord June 9 
8, Abkanam Grornce Araep Bovcurr, Birmingham, 
y Merchant Birmingham Pet May20 01d June8 
ler June toy, Ausenon Josrpn, Curzon st, Mayfair High 
Tatton Fan = at, Ord June 9 
11 Off B ep Epaak, Sittingbourne, Kent, B - 
wy teshester Pet May 25 Ord June 10 pected 
une 29 at Epwix, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Tailor Bir- 
Waune m 'Pet June8 Ord June 8 
June 2 kN, E, Addlestone, Surrey, Builder Kingston, Surrey 


April 4 Ord June 13 
ne 26 at 2 








Davies, Wi1tu1aM. Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Dover, ARTHUR, — Stuff Merchant Bradford Pet 
Junel Ord June 15 
a E Seeeee Yeovil, Tailor Yeovil Pet June15 Ord 
oc. . a Tipton, Staffs, Ironfounder’s Manager 
Dudley Pet June15 Ord June 15 
G , W 8, Eastcote, nr Pinner, Builder St Albans 
Pet May 23 Ord June 16 
Granam, James, Upton, Macclesfield, Salesman Maccles- 
field Pet June 10 Ord June 10 
Groves, WILLIAM, Scar ' Scarborough Pet 
June 16 Ord June 16 
Hiaains. Gzorcr Henry, meee, § Glam, Collier Ponty- 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
a, ae Brighton, Printer Brighton Pet May 5 
Hitiman, WIsNIFRED, om, Tobacconist Tredegar 
Pet June 15 Ord June 1 
Horrox, Witutam, Leeds, Dutcher Leeds Pet June 15 
rd June 15 
Hopers, Wit11am Cuaries, Kempsey, Worcester, Builder 
- Worcester Pet June 15 Liverpool et io 
ome, G > n 
Li Pet June 17 oy June 17 
Howargp, Witu1am, Askew rd, Shepherd’s Bush High 
Court PetMav9 Ord June 16 
Jonzs, Epwarp Cuaares, Gillingham, Kent, General 
Dealer Rochester PetJune16 Ord June 16 
Joxzs, Tuomas, peeeeate Glam, Joiner Cardiff Pet 
June 14 Ord June 1 
Kenpati, Wituiam, Old Basford , Nottingham, Upholsterer 
Nottingham Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Lewis, Peres, Dreenhill, Steynton, Pembroke, Farmer 
Pembroke Dock Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
—~¥ A.rgep Geores, Liverpool, Perfumer Liverpool 
Pet June2 Ord June 16 
Mauietr, Witu1am, Marhamchurch, Cornwall, Baker's 
ger Barnstaple Pes June 15 Ord June 15 
MutHouiand, Wittiam, Tarring Crossing, West Worthing, 
Dealer Brighton Pet May 20 Ord June 15 
Newman, Toomas Faaxcis, Queen’srd, Upton Park, Essex, 
House agent h Court Pet May 19 Ord June 14 
Ourver, Evay, humiias , Labourer ‘Tredegar 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Poutusy, AnTauB Ernest, Hove, Sussex, Oil and Colour 
Man Brighton Pet June15 Osd June 15 
Pounpgr, Jonny oe West , Grocer Sunder- 
land Pet June Ord June 16 
Rogsrs, coe, ie on a, Publican Burton on 
Trent Pet June 15 Ord June 1 


Ross, he Sutton, St Helens, -* Plumber Liver- 
pool Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
SavitiE, Joun Tuomas, Leeds, Fruit Merchant Leeds Pet 
Junel5 Ord June 15 
Sippow&, Joux, Newcastle upon Tyne Newcastle upon 
Pet June5 Ord June 15 
Surry, Coartes Henry, a me - of W, Grocer New- 
Pet June17 Ord June 1 
Spry, James Wirsox, Ford, | ae Coach 
Builder Plymouth Pet June 15 Ord June 1 
quan Joun, Hereford, Baker Hereford Pet June 6 
Ord June 16 
Srewakt, Joun, Ke peaeetaien Agent Wandsworth 
Pet May 18 Ord June 
SrraTron, oonen, Sas. ¥ a Dorset, Builder Poole 
Pet June17 Ord June 17 
Tnorniey, Gores, Ashby de la Zouch, Builder Barton 
on Trent Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
tom Church st, Camberwell, Hosier High Court 
Pet May 24 Ord June 15 
Wary, Henry James, Sawver Watcey, and Wituam 
Henry WALLEY, May olstanton, Builders 
Hanley Pet June 16 bra June 16 
Vous, 3 hoesat Autett, Gt b eag f Greengrocer Gt 
Pet June 16 Grd June 
Seaman a TuRT Peet, aaa, Auctioneer Brighton 
Pet June 15 Ord June 1 
Weryeana, Louis Henay, ‘Tooting, Watchmaker Wands- 
worth Pet June15 Ord June 15 
Wiu.tan, Gaorcr Artaur, Woburn Sands,!Bucks Luton 
f May 23 Ord June 15 
ended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 9 
Saou, — Tuomas, Harwich, Grocer ‘Colchester Pet 
June Ocd June 
‘IRST MEETINGS. 
Arxinson, Joy, "ale Burnley, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer June 30 at 12 Court house, Burnley 
Banton, CHARLES bh mong Leicester, Fancy Goods Dealer 
June 28 at 12 Off Reo, 1, at, Leicester 

Bow _ wea Portamouth, og Victualler June 
29 at 3 Off Reo, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

BowtT er, Bast, ‘Wethersfield, Essex, er July 5 at 2 
Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Bramatt, Hawn, Pattingham, or REM, Baker 
June 28 at 10 Off Reo, Welverhangt 

Bryosr, Hwan Cadogan ——— * Milliner and 
Costumi Fuse aon is Be Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Cuapwicx, Grorcz Eaxzst, Wrexham, Coal Merchant 
June 28 The Wrexham 


Cock: Epwarp Pepso. Cabinet Maker 
Boe er aan On hes, Beige a, Horthampton 
Couttats, Matraew, os June 28 at 12 


Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Dest, Wi1LLiaM cata Florist June 30 at 10.30 


Court house, Burnley 


Doves, ARTHUR, Bradford, Woollen Merchant June 28 at 
Off Rec, 29, | Bradford 
me , ALBERT x, Four Oaks, Sutton Coldfield, 
Warwick, Professor of Music June 28 at 11 191, 
ation st, Birmingham 
Exuis, Evento, Sheffield, Jeweller June 28 at12 Off Rec, 


Fipraab, Bexsamiy, — Finchley, Tobacconist June 23 
at3 14, Bedfi 


Frack, Wii Ricz, : Caper Phillimore pl, Kensington, 
Dentist June 29 at 11 bidgs, Carey st 
7. James Wiipsmits, Aberdare, pher June 
28at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
GascoryE, Rt Looks, Tailor June 28at11 Off Rec, 
Park row, Leeds 
GisBs, Sogn, Se Bae, Warwick, Farmer June 29 at 12 


191, Corporation st 
Grnsox, oe Witton, ey Engineer June 29 


atl 191, 
Greex, —— AvsTIN, Sout thampton, Newsagent June 

28 at 3 chmbrs, High st, 
Southam: 


Off Rec, Midland 
Gon, Wituam Groras, Darlington, Lay June 28 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbro: 

Hatt, Georce, Bloxwich, Staffs, Buil 4 June 28 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Hamauix, Cuartes, Warminster, wee, Coal Merchant 
June 28 at12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st. Bristol 

Hamuenson, Epwarp, Farleigh villas, Rehersl, Hackney 
Downs, Tobacconist June 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 

Haunt East Ham, Builder June 28at 2.30 Bankruptcy 


bidgs. 
a 8, Gzonce ., Treorchy, Glam, Collier June 30 
Hr gy © sae ition, Piste tu 3 Off Re 
LI, ILLIAM, ton, iter y Sati2 c, 
Pavilion Tee edie” Bright 


. 


Hopers, Witt1aM ee , Worcester, Builder 


June 28 at 11.30 45, en st, Worcester 
Hoproy, Wim, Leads, B Butcher June 29 at 11.30 Of 
, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Horsiey, Roper, Worksop, Notts, Cashier June 28 at 
12.30 Off Figtree In, Sheffield 


Jacosson, Isaac, Mortimer st, Mantle Manufacturer June 
28 at 12 ptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Joywzs, Bexsamin, jp hens y Glam, Licensed Vises 
June 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
JONES, Tuomas, Fontyetun, Joiner June 28 at 11 117,8t 
st, 


Wituas, = Hull, 


KENDALL, Kingston 
i June 28 at 11 Off Ree , Trinity 


House la, Hull 


Cu ARLES 
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Lake, Stwon Heavy, Wandle bank, South Wimbledon June 
Wat 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 


Law, Epwarp, Ilford, Pianoforte Dealer June 28 at 12 | 


14, Bedford row 

Le Francois, Frerpivanp, Swansea, Restaurant Keeper 
June 29 at 12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Merk, Jo.ivs Lewis, Portobello rd, Notting Hill, Baker 
Juve 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Mitts, Cuantes, Walsall, Gas Fitter June 2at1l1 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton 

Monee, Jonw James, Bristol, Mortgage Broker June 28 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

MULAOLLAND, WILLiaM, West Worthing, Cycle Dealer 
July 3ati11 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Muwrow, WitLiam Henry, "Walsall, Malleable Ironfounder 
July ‘4at1130 Messrs Nicklin & Wylie, Upper Bridge 
st, Walsall 

Nicao.ts, James Henry, Darlaston, Staffs, Beerhouse 


Keeper Pet Jane 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton | 


Nicroits, Ricnarp, Kingston upon Hull, Confectioner 
June 28 at 12 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Pautiant, Caries, Albion rd, Stoke Newington, Licensed 
Victualler June 28 at 3 OF Rec, 14, Beaford row 

Parker, Herpert Paruir, Long Buckby, Northampton, 
Trainer of Racehorses June 28 at 12 Off Rec, Bridge 
st, Northampton 

Pavt, Apa WuirtsuryN, Halifax 
‘Town Hall chmbrs, Halifax 

—— James Watt, Edgware June 28 at 12 Off Rec, 

, Bedford row 

eee. RY, ArgTaur Ernest, Hove, Sussex, Oil and Colourman 
July 8at1130 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, brighton 

Rosinxson, Tuomas, Aston, Warwick, Grocer June 28 at 12 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Routrr, James MARCHANT, Dover, Fish Dealer July 6 at 
9.80 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

mn, panne Tuomas, ‘Harwich, "Grocer July 7at11 Cups 

tel, Colchester 

Pe... "Jou Tuomas, Kirkgate Market, Leeds, Fruit 
Merchant June 29 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

SHepHerD, Francis Matrsew, Picton, Yorks, Farmer 
June 2 at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Tay.or, Grorer, Aberkenfig, Glam, Ironmonger’ 's Assist- 
ant June 28ati2 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Turner, H T, Church st, Camberwell, Hosier 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

hee AnGe1o, Swindon, Grocer June 28 at 11 Off Rec, 

88, Regent circus, Swindon 

Wax, ALFRED, Darlington, Painter June 28 at 3 Off Rec, 
8, Albe: rt rd, Middlesbrough 

Warsow, j open tase Cuak.es, Walsall, Commission Agent 
June 2ati2 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Weston, Sturt Pets. Brighton, a July 3 at 10.30 

Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighto: 
Waits, ARTHU Rk, Middlesbrough _ oy 30at 12.30 Off Rec, 
rtrd Middlesbroug’ 

Sheuen. James Feancis, Grimstone, Norfolk, Butcher 

June Bat 1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Attirxson, Jonx Witiam, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Tailor 
Sheffield Pet June 165 Ord June 15 

Anceaer, THroporr Herman, Cheapside, Blouse Manufac- 
turer HighCourt Pet May 31 Ord June 15 

Arrwoop, Aaxon, Kinsley, Yorks, Miner Wakefield Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 

Bare, James, Little London, Willenhall, Fruiterer 
Wolverhampton Pet June15 Ord June 15 

Bowers, Wit.i1am, Portsmouth, Licensed Victualler 
Portsmouth Pet Junel4 Ord June 16 

Carr, Artuur Txsomas, Erdington, Warwick, folicitor 
Birmingham Pet March 16 Ord June 16 

Cou.tate, Mattruew, Leeds, Grocer’s Warehouseman Leeds 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

Davies, Wit.1am, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet June17 Ord June 17 

Drewett, Apert Haney, Four Oaks, Sutton Coldfield, 
Warwick Birmingham Ord May 23 Pet June 17 


June 28 at 


Exspox, Witiiam, Abbeville rd, Clapham Park, Builder 
Wandsworth Pet May 10 Ord J une 16 

Euston, Faxp, Crediton, Devon, Boot Manufacturer Exeter 

et May 29 Ord June 15 

Gascoyne, Eosrrt, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet May 26 
Ord June 15 

Gites, Groraz, Yeovil, Somerset, Tailor Yeovil Pet 
Junel5 Ord June 15 

Goprrey, James, Tipton, Staffs, Ironfounder’s Manager 
Dudley Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

Granam, James, Upton, Macclestield, Salesman Maccles- 
field’ Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Groves, Wit.1am, Scarborough,Grocer Scarborough Pet 
June 16 Ord June 16 


June 28at3 Off Ree, | 


Hiactns, Gzorcz Hewry, Speed, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet June15 Ord June 15 

HrtiMan, WINNIFRED, eee Sine Trede- 
gar Pet June 15 Ord June 1 

Hopers, WiLL1aM CHARLES, on , Worcester, Builder 
Worcester Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

Hopton, Wii.1am, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet June 15 
Ord’ June 15 

Horstry, Ropert, by Notts, Cashier Sheffield 
Pet May 19 Ord June 1 

James, Epwarp eg Gillingham, General Dealer 

ochester Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Jongs, Tuomas, Pontyclun, Joiner Cardiff Pet June 14 
Ord June 14 

Kenpacui, Witi1am, Old Basford, Seinen, Upholsterer 
Nottingham Pet June 15 Ord Jun 

Kenney, WILLIAM JoxN, South Woodford, Tes Architect 
High Court Pet A ril12 Ord June i4 

a Stmwon Heay, Wandle bank, South Wimbledon 

aque, Oe Surrey’ Pe Pet June8 Ord June 15 

Lewis, Peres, Dreenhill, Pembroke, Fen Pembroke 
Dock Pet June ne 16 Ord June 17 

Macxk.tn, ALFRED GgorGe, Liverpool, Perfumer Liverpool 
Pet June2 Ord June 17 

Mavierr, Witt1am, Marham Church, Cornwall, pers 
Manager Barnstaple Pet June15 Ord June 1 

Mepsurst, CHARLES FrerErRiIcK Hastines, Derby Derby 
Pet May +. Ord J + Tarring Crossin 

MuLHOLLAND, WILLIAM, ig, West Wo: 
Cycle Dealer =. Pet Mey oe” Ord i 

Oviver, Evan, Scwrfa, Tredegan, Mon, Labourer 
Tred Ord June 17 





r Pet June 7 

Parker, Hersert Paitirp, Long Buckby, Northampton, 
Trainer of Racehorses No pton Pet April 2 
Ord June 17 

PounpERr, Jonny Taomas, West Hartlepool, Grocer Sunder- 
land Pet June16é Ord June 16 

Reypatt, Joan, Lady Margaret rd, Kentish Town High 
Court Pet Feb2i Ord June 14 

Rozerts, Taomas AnTHuR, Water Owen Roperts, and 
Grorct ALEXANDER Roserts, Charterhouse st, 
Licensed Victuailers High Court Pet April 8 Ord 


June 15 
Rogers, JosrrH, Burton on Trent, Publican Burton on 
Trent Pet June15 Ord June i5 
Ross, Witu1aM, Junction In, Sutton, St oon, Lancs, 
Plumber Liverpool Pet June 15 Ord June 
oe... Joun Tuomas, te, Leeds, Fruit Merchant 
Leeds Pet June1s Ord une 15 
Smits, CuHartes Henry, Newport, [ of W, Grocer New- 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Spry, James Witson, Ford, Devonport, Devon, Coach 
Builder Plymouth Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Sway, Mary, Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet March 28 
Ord June 17 
Tet, Grorce, Ashby de la Zouch, Builder Burton 
mn Trent Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Tesmeee, FREDERICK ALFRED SHepparD, Telegraph st 
High Court Pet Jan8 Ord June8 
Watson, Ropert Auietr, Gt aod, Greengrocer Gt 
Grimsby Pet June16 Ord June 16 
Weryeane, Louis Henry, High st, posting. Watchmaker 
Wandsworth Pet June15 Ord June1 
Woop, Joux, Lough Green, nr Langley, Haydon Bridge, 
orthumberland, Farmer Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
June13 Ord June 15 





R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS ; payment by result. 

~—Particulars on queue, personally or oe letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, 


AW.— Wanted, Solicitor, thoro 
in Conveyancing, as Managing Clerk 
Firm, 4 —— ie 4 — 
age no exceed 85. — Apply, if. tter 
qualifications and salary, to B., of oa 
Stationer, 3, Chichester-rents, p Rt, W.O, © 


i 


vy 





-— Conveyancing or General Ch 
uired ; ba Cnylends rience in Lond 
~aaane W.., 67, Crayfo: » Holloway, N, 


OLICITOR (admitted April, 
Honours), seven years’ London experi 
Clerkship, town or country, view P. 
Succession ; pee gg heen and advocate ; 
well-known London firm and Bar. —Apply, Rex, 
*: Solicitors’ Journal ’’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W, 


ANAGING CLERK Wanted in a 
City Firm; must have at least five years’ 
ote ~# Compan: y and Commercial Law and Ba 
be ementiy aed oo oe od to settle company dg 
and Cen oe ments, —_ to = uct Chan 
Common iw gation wi' me: supervision 
Pablic School and University ca preferr evel: com 
£300 per annum,— Apply, by_ letter only im 
instance, giving credentials, B., care 
a, oa ai nO. Cope, aw Stationers, Unia 











ANTED.— ADVOWSON (Counts 
income £400 to £750.—Partieulars to be fur 
Messrs, Houcnen, Houcuen, & Greentanp, § 


Thetford 

£ l 5 ANN alg So payable half - 
first-class li e aged 39; price £150,— 

* Solicitors’ Journal’’ fics 27, Chancery-lane, Ww, | 


pZOESOETCRS, Bank Managers, 
Cierks, and others Desiring to Dispose of § 
not readily marketable on the Stock Exchange, are 
to communicate with Joan Frower & Co. (Limirzp 
= and Share Brokers and Dealers, Swaa-c 
‘tae E.C. ires “ Ardently, 
one, 1,834 London Wall. 











OSTS.—Davip DEnTon, Costs D 
man, 74, Barrington- -road, Londen, N., expen 
in the Preparation of Costs of all kinds for t catic 
delivery to clients during twenty years; terms n 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the 
writing charges :— 


Abstracts Copied ove 0 
Briefs and Drafts eco a 
Deeds Round Hand es,,, 0 
Deeds an doe w= oe 
Full Copi 0 
PAPER. "Soe. 1d. “per ‘sheet ; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborm 


Litsces DETECTIVE, educated, experient 
Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Divs 
ial, &c.; strictintegrity ; moderate fees ; 











AW.—Solicitor (aged 24; unadmitted; a 
Public School man ; articled’ in country) Desires 
Assistant Clerkship in a good country office; six years’ 
experience in town and country; can commence immedi- 
pm FI salary moderate.—Apply, C.C. Keiiy, Ross, Here- 
‘0 ire, 





AW.—Solicitor (24), articled in London, 
and now arene | Clerk to a firm of Solicitors in 
the provinces, Desires a Clerkship in or near London, with 
or without a view to ultimate partnership or succession ; 
applicant is a Public School man, and has had experience 
in Court work, Conveyancing, and G office routi 
Apply LaTIPac, “* Solicitors’ Journal ’’ Office, 27, Chancery- 
lane, London, W.C. 











pron assistants.—Miss Easton, a. Shaftesb 
(two doors from) New Oxford-stree 


(przce (three minutes from Mus 
Station on the Tube).— Excellent Suites, oe in 
proof building, with passenger lift and every meee 
specially suitable for professiona ~ 
from £75 to 2 £200 per annum, inclusive.—Further 
, see Hall Porter, on building, Oakley House, 1) 
and 18, Bioomsbury-street, w.c. 


RAWING-ROOM TABLE for 6a F 
mahogany, with leather top and drawers; siz® 
by 4ft. 6in.; also Remington Typewriter. — 
Kawizy Cross & Co., Lichester House, Uxbri 
Station, W. 
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The Members of the LEGAL th Ae 
are respectfully requested to kindly Recom- 


mend our Firm to Executors and 
requiring Valuations. 


Rolah) 


others 


K & Soh, 


ee rere 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, Sonate. E.C., and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY 


LONDON, W. 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 
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